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licity seeker, who strives to gain publicity through some sensa-
tional speech or work, he took great pains with all that he did
and posted himself thoroughly on every question that came
before him. Others have spoken of his work on the committees
on which he served and have told how zealously and faithfully
he labored. 1 did not have the pleasure of serving with him on
any committees, but did observe the faithfulness with which he
watched carefully all matters of public interest that arose as
the subject of legislation in Congress. He was a man of _splen-
did judgment, and I came to rely very mueh on his opinions
regarding matters that were in debate.

AMr. Brixsoy realized how hampering inexperience with the
parliamentary procedure was to a newly elected Member of the
House, and with his kindness and unfailing courtesy it was
always his pleasure to advise with me on matters upon which
I consulted him. He pointed out to me the difficulties that a
newly elected Representative would have, and he gave advice
always cheerfully and most courteously. It is a great advan-
tage to an inexperienced man in Congress to have the advice of
such 4 man as Mr. BrRINSON.

During a great part of the time he was evidently suffering a
great deal, but I never heard him complain. He bore his illness
with great fortitude and continued his labors when many a
man of less determinnation would not have attempted to carry on
his work.

There is a great place in the affairs of our country for such
nmen, who do their work cheerfully and uncomplainingly and
with fidelity and zeal in the public service. The rewards for
public service come late to such men, but they always come in
the course of time as their fidelity and honesty and earnestness
impress more and more the men with whom they serve and the
people for whom they work.

It is a sad duty to have to voice the regret at the death of a
colleague and friend, but I felt, Mr. Speaker, that I desired to
lay my humble tribute before you in behalf of this very devoted
public servant.

ADJOURNMENT.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As a further mark of respect
to the memory of the deceased Senator and Representative, the
House will stand adjourned until 12 o'clock noon to-morrow.

Accordingly (at 3 o'clock and 35 minutes p. m.) the House
adjourned until to-morrow, Monday, February 12, 1923, at 12
o'clock noon.

SENATE,
Moxpay, February 12, 1923.

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m.
The Chaplain, Rev. J. J. Muir, D. D., offered the following
prayer:

Our Father, we give Thee thanks for the brightness of the
morning. We give Thee thanks that in the passage of the
years Thou dost give to us inspiration and direction in the
paths of duty. We call to mind men of moble character, of
great and devoted patriotism, and for all they have been to
their country in the times of great stress and need. We think
of one especially this morning whose natal anniversary claims
the attention of multitudes of our people. The Lord grant unto
us always such a sense of duty, such a high regard for the
highest and best interests of the country that we may serve
Thee acceptably, Through Christ, our Lord. Amen,

NAMING A PRESIDING OFFICER.

The Secretary, George A. Sanderson, read the following
communieation :
UXITED STATES SENATE,
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE,
Washington, D. C., February 12, 1928,
To f."rt\ Senate:

Being temporarily absent from the Senate, I aplpulnt Hon. Georce
MoSEs, a Senator from the State of New Hampshire, to perform the
duties of the Chair this legislative day.

ALBERT B, CUMMINS,
President pro tempore,

Mr. MOSES thereupon took the chair as Presiding Officer
and directed that the Journal be read.

The reading clerk proceeded to read the Journal of the
proceedings of the legislative day of Monday, February 5, 1923,
when, on request of Mr. CURTIS and by unanimous consent, the
further reading was dispensed with and the Journal was ap-
proved.
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DEPARTMENTAL USE OF AUTOMOBILES.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Moses) laid before the
Senate a communication from the Secretary of Agriculture,
transmitting, in response to Senate Resolution 399, agreed to
January 6, 1923, a report concerning the number and cost of
maintenance of passenger-carrying automobiles operated by the
department in the District of Columbia, which was ordered to
lie on the table.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, T ask unanimous consent
to have published in the Recorp in 8-point type the reply of
Secretary Hughes transmitted by the President on Saturday
to a resolution on the use of automobiles by the executive de-
pariments. I want to commend the reply of Secretary Hughes
in regard to automobiles. I wish his example might be fol-
lowed by other departments.

There being no objection, the message and the communica-
tion of the Secretary of State were ordered to be printed in
the REcorp in 8-point type, as follows:

To the Senate:

I transmit herewith a report by the Secretary of State fur-
nishing, in response to the Senate’s resolution of January 6,
1923, information concerning the passenger automohile in use
by the Department of State.

WARREN G. HarpiNg,

TreE WHiTE Housk, February 10, 1923.

The PRESIDENT:

The Department of State has received from the Secretary
of the Senate an attested copy of a joint resolution adopted by
the Senate on January 6, 1923, which reads as follows:

“Resolved, That the head of each department and the head
of each independent bureau or commission of the Government
in the city of Washington, including the District Commis-
sioners, be, and they are hereby, directed to furnish to the
Senate as early as may be practicable the number of passenger
automobiles in use by such department, independent bureau,
or commission; the name of the official or person to whom
such automobile is assigned; the cost thereof; the cost of the
upkeep and operation thereof; the salary or pay of chauffeur
furnished, if one is furnished, to the end that the Senate may
have accurate information as to the number of automobiles,
the cost thereof, the person using same, and all the facts per-
taining thereto in each department, independent bureau, or
commission in the city of Washington. If allowances for pri-
vately owned automobiles are made in any department, inde-
pendent bureau, or commission to officers or employees of such
department, independent bureau, or commission, then the
amount of such allowances for upkeep or operation shall be
reported, with the names and positions of those to whom
such allowances are made. Also the number, location, and
cost of any garage or garages maintained by such department,
independent bureau, or commission; where such garvages are
lucated ; number of employees used in said garages; cost of
same; rentals on same; and all other information in connec-
tion therewith; the number of passenger automobiles kept in
said garages and the number of trucks; the names of such of-
ficers or employees keeping such automoblles in sald garages.
The heads of the several departments, independent bureaus, or
commissions are likewise directed to furnish, in reports sep-
arate from the foregoing facts, like facts, figures, and informa-
tion concerning the use, upkeep, and operation of all passenger
vehicles in use in their said departments, Independent bureaus,
or commissions outside the city of Washington.”

The undersigned, the Secretary of State, has the honor to fur-
nish to the President the information requested by the resolution
with respect to the Department of State, with a view to its
transmission to the Senate if the President’s judgment approve
thereof :

The Department of State has one officlal passenger automo-
bile which is assigned for the exclusive use of the Secretary
of State. The car at present used by the Secretary of State
is a LaFayette limousine which was purchased under authority
granted by the act approved June 1, 1922, entitled “ An act
making appropriations for the Departments of State and Jus-
tice and for the judiciary for the fiscal year ending June 30,
1923, and for other purposes.” The amount appropriated for
the purchase was $4,500 and the cost of the car was $5,700.
The difference of $1,200 between the amount appropriated and
the purchase cost of the car was allowed by the selling com-
pany in exchange for the Packard limousine formerly assigned
to the Secretary of State. Since July 1 last the cost of up-
keep and operation of the car above mentioned, including gaso-
line, repairs, and storage charges, has averaged $91.10 per
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month. This ear is stored in the War Department garage.
The storage charges which are included in the c¢harges above
stated, and which include washing and eare of the car, amount
to $20 per month. A chauffeur is provided for in the State
Department appropriation act at a salary of $1,080 per annum.
In addition to this salary, the chauffeur receives the bonus of
$240 per annum allowed by law.

This is the only passenger automobile in use by the Depart-
ment of State in or outside the city of Washington.

No allowances are made by the Department of State for
any privately owned automobiles, nor is any garage maintained
by the department for housing or storage of such automobiles.

Respectfully submitted.

: Cuarres E. HuoHES.

DEPARTMENT OF STATE,

Washington, February 8, 1923.

REPORT OF THE COMPTROLLER OF THE CURRENCY.

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a com-
munication from the Comptroller of the Currency, transmitting,
pursuant to law, the amnnual report of the comptroller for
the year ended October 31, 1922, which was referred to the
Committee on Banking aud Currency.

ROYAL DUTCH-SHELL OIL COMPANIES,

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a re-
port of the Federal Trade Commission, made pursuant to
Senate Resolution 311 (submitted by Mr. Kine and agreed to
on the calendar day of January 27, 1922), relative to the
ownership by persons who are not citizens of the United
States of shares of the Union 0il Co., a Delaware corporation,
the Union Oil Co., a California corporation, and the Shell
Oil Co., a California corporation, ete, which was referred to
the Committee on Manufactures and, on motion of Mr. Kixg,
the letter of submittal was ordered to be printed in the
Recorp, as follows:

LETTER OF SUBMITTAL.

FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION,
Wushington, February 12, 1923
To the PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE.

Sm: The Federal Trade Commission submits herewith a report on
foreign ownership in the petroleum industry, pursuant to Senate Reso-
Iution 311, Sixty-seventh Congress, second session.

This report describes the organization, development, and present
status of the Royal Dutch:-Shel ﬁroup. with special reference to its
holdings in the United States, and particularly the absorption of the
Union Oil Co. (Delaware); it relates the facts regarding the present
ownership and control of the Union Oil Co. of California, and out
lines the situation with ct to discrimination of foreign govern-
ments against eitizens of this country in the aequisition and evelop-
ment of petroleum-producing properties in foreign lands,

The more important facts developed in this report may be econ-
cisely stated as follows;

1. The Royal Dutch-8hell group, a combination of the Royal Dutch
Co, and the Shell Tmiggnr_t & Trading Co., of London, has world-
wide oil investments, uding numerous ret[neties, an immense fleet
of tank ships, and petrolenm
1921, was no less than 11 per cent of the world output,

2. The Royal Dutch-Shel xmu% in February, 1922, consummated
a4 merger of the princi properties and investments of the Union
Ofl Co. (Delaware), with its chlef American subsidiaries, in a new
company, the Shell Union Oil Corporation.

. The 8hell Union 0il Corporation mow controls over 240,050
acrés of oil lands in the United States; has about 3.5 per cent of
the total output of crude petrolenm; owns extensive properties in
refineries, pipe lines, tank cars, and marketing equipment; and is one
of the ln.rEer companles in the domestic petrolenm industry.

4. The Unfon Oil Co. (Delaware) owned about 28 per cent of the
stock of the Union Ol Co. of California, but, to prevent the Royal
Duteh-Shell p from gaining control, ‘certain stockholders of the
Unfon of California organized an American-controlled holding com-
pany, which now owns more than half of its issued stock.

5. The most important instances of discrimination by fore EOV-
ernments against citizens of this country are the exclusive policies of
the Governments of Great Britain and the Netherlands in resr?ect to
the ofl fields of India and the Dutch Hast Indies, and the 1922 San
Remo agreement of Great Britain and France covering the undeveloped
oil fields of Mesopotanria and of the British and French colonies.

6. Denlal of migroeits of treatment to citizens of this country ap-

rs to exist with respect to the petroleum industry of Australia,

ritish Borneo, certain African colonies, British Honduras, British
Guianu, and Trinldad; France and French possesslons; Ifaly, and
the Netheriands and its dependencies.

7. Thus forced to modify its historic pollcy, Congress in 1920 en-
acted a mineral leasing law for public lands, which forbids the
aequisition of properties by the nationals of any foreign country that
denles reciprocity to Americans, in consequence of which certain
applications for petroleum leaseholds have been denied to the Royal
Dutch-Shell group.

What further efforts may be made by this combination to acquire
privately owned roleum lands or competing oil co nies, it is,
of course, impossible to predict, or how far antitrust laws may be
effective to prevent them.

The supply of crude petroleum in this country is belng rapidly
depleted to meet the requirements of a' growing domestic eonsumption
and foreign trade. The sources of supply of the domestic ind
are concentrated wirhin its own borders and in Mexico, while those of
fts prinecipal competitor are widely distributed throughout the whole

production in many lands which, in

world, It appears obyvious that a nation having widel
suifply and storage facilities and owning the means o
will have certain advantages in

centrated supply.

distributed
distribution
wuz_‘l{l trade against one having con-

Respectfully, .
FEDERAL TrADE COMMISSION,
By Hustux THOMPSON, A
Acting Chairman.
Attest :

Otis B, Jonxsox, Secretary.
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

Mr., ROBINSON. The General Assembly of the State of
Arkansas, now in session, on the 6th instant adopted a resolu-
tion advocating an amendment to the Constitution of the United
States with respect to the taxation of securities. I ask that the
resolution be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary and
in conformity to the practice of the Senate that it be printed in
the Reconb.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be re-
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary and under the rule it
will be printed in the Recorp. -

The resolution is as follows:

Senate Concurrent Resolution 14,

Whereas there is now pending before our Nautional Congress a meas-
ure known as the Green resolution, for the purpose of bringing about
an amendment to our Federal Constitution to make it possible to tax
securities now exempted from taxation: And now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the senate (the House of representotives concurring
therein), That after full consideration of the subject we hereby indorse
the Green resolution now pending in Congress, and we respectfully
request the Arkansas delegation in Congress to take the proper steps
{gemake effective our wishes in regard to this matter; and be it fur-

r

Resolved, That the President of the Sepate is ‘hereby directed to
have copies of this resolution printed and forwarded af once to the
President of the United States Senate, the Hpenker of the House of
Representatives in Congress, and to each of our delegation in Congress.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, T present and ask
to have referred to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclama-
tion a memorial of the Legislative Assembly of the State of
Montana, praying for the enactment of a law anthorizing the
issuance of patents for the farm units on Federal reclamation
projects, subject to final payment for the same, in order that
taxes may be levied thereon.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The memorial will be received
and referred to the Commniittee on Irrigation and Reclamation,
and under the rule printed in the Recorp.

The memorial 1s as follows:

Senate Joint Memorial No. 1, introduced by Rhoads.

Memorial to the Congress of the United Btates to enact such legisla-
tion as may be necessary to issue patents to farm units on Federal
reclamation projects in order that such farm units may become
taxable.

To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives in the Congress
of the United States of America:

Your memorialists, the members of the Eighteenth Legislative As-
sembly of the Btate of Montana, the senate and house concurring,
respectfully represent :

\Q’hereuu during the past few years many Federal reclamation proj-
ects have been established in the State of Montana and the furm
units thereof sold to settlers; and

Whereas such settlers have established schools and road districts on
such projects which depend for maintenance and support upon taxes
levied for that purpose upon the property of such settlers, including
the equity of such settlers in the said farm units; and

Whereas by a reeent decision of the Supreme Court of the United
States (Irvin », Webb, U. 8. Sup. Ct. 66 T. ed, 333) the said farm
units have been held to be nontaxable until patents therefor have been

issued to the purchaser; and
Whereas under the existing laws of the United States such patents
may not be issued until the final payment is made for such farm

umnits ; and
Whereas the money derived from taxation of the personal properiy
alone on such projects is not sufficient to maintain the schools and
roads established on said projects: Therefore be it
Resolved, That it is the sense of this legislative assembly that the
Congress of the United States should enact such legislation ag may be
necessary to authorize the issuance of patents for the farm wunitz on
Federal reclamation projects, subject to the final payment for the
same, in order that taxes may be levied thereon ; and it further
Resolved, That a copy of this memorial be forwarded to the Senate
and House of Representatives of the United States and to each of the
Senators and Representatives from Montana in Congress.
NeLsox Srtomy, Jr.,
President of the Senate,
CALVIN CRUMBAKER,
Speaker of the House,
Approved February 2, 1923. :
Jos, M. Dixox, Governor,

Filed February 2, 1923, at 3.40 o'clock p. m.
C. T. STEwART, Secretary of State.
Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to
have printed In the Recorp and to lie on the table a brief reso-
Tution adopted by the directors of the Durley Tobacco Growers'
Cooperative Association, at Lexington, Ky., with reference to
the funding of the foreign debt
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There being no objection, the resolution was ordered to lie
on the table and to be printed in the Recorp, as follows:

BURLEY TOBACCO GROWERS' COOPERATIVE ASSOCIATION (INC.),
Lezington, Ky.

The following resolution was unanimously adopted at the regular
meeting of the directors of the Burley Tobacco Growers' Cooperative
Association, held at Lexington, Ky., Wednesday, February, 7, 1928, and
the secretary was directed to mall a copy of same to each of the hon-
orable United States Senators and Representatives from the States of
Kentucky, Ohio, Indiana, Tennessee, and West Virginia, being the
States in which virtually all of the burley tobacco grown in this
country is produced, and to bespeak their earnest and favorable con-
gideration of sume, to wit:

“ Whereas it is known to all that there can be no real stabilization
of the commercial or economic condition of the world, that its lg%nace
will remain in jeopardy until there is some settlement of ex
debts between the nations involved in the late World War, and tha
the best interests of all the people of the earth will be served by the
earliest settlement that can be arrived at; and

“ Whereas there is no I;eople of this country and no industry of this
Nation that is more vitally concerned in the settlement of said ques-
tion than the farmers x;.m:(v those engaged in the farming industry of
this country; and

“ Whereas such a settlement will ogen up to the farmers and allled
business interests additional markets for the consumption of the grow-
ing surplus of this country, thereby Mording mter opportunity for
profit and employment of our people, which y becoming more of
a necessity to our geace and progress; and

“ Whereas Great Britaln is now our largest customer and the
greatest comsumer ef our surplus products, and whatever adds to its

urchasing power adds to our prosperity, and by the stabilization of
Pﬂ; affairs all of Europe will be heigﬁd and started on the road to peace,
prosperity, and a better understanding: Therefore be it

“ Resolved, That it is the unanimous opinion of this board, repre-
genting a membership of 78,864 members, numbering among its mem-
bership some of the largest landowners, taxpayers, and growers of
farm products in the States of Kentucky, Ohio, Indiana, Tennessee, and
West Virginia, that the best interests of the United States and the
world at large will be served and farming and other business of our
country sooner revived and substantially improved by the early ap-
proval by Congress of the terms recommended by the American com-
mission on the retundiag of the British debt to the United States
growing out of the late World War. We feel that the immediate settle-
ment upon the terms upon and at the rate of interest fixed
by said commission will afford our people to soon make more thorough
cordial business relations than can possibly be obtained by qulbb]ing
over a small increase in the interest rate or a shortening of maturity.

We want what our boys fought for—en early and liberal settlement
of world conditions.

Mr. McNARY presented the following concurrent resolution of
the Legislature of Oregon, which was referred to the Committee

on Finance:
BrATE OF OREGON,
THIRTY-SECOND LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY, REGULAR SESSION,
Hall of Representatives,

House Joint Memorial No. 3.

To the honorable SBenate and House of Representatives of the United
Btates in Congress assembled:

Your memorialists, the Legislature of the State of Oregon, respect-
fully represent that—

“Whereas the Senate and House of Representatives of Oregon State
Legislature have under consideration at the present time various in-
come-tax measures which have been introduced ostensibly for the pur-
pose of redistribution of the tax burden of the State of Oregon; an

“ Whereas the people of the State of Oregon indicated by their
affirmative vote at the last general election their desire for an income
tax measure ; and

“ Whereas there is a strong probability that an income-tax measure
will be passed b&i the present legislative assembly ; and

“ Whereas In the event such income-tax measure is passed it will be nec-
essary for the officers of the State of Oregon to have access to the in-
come-tax returns filed under the Federal income tax law now in effect ; and

“ Whereas the officers of the State of Oregon do not now have access
to the income-tax returns filed i}a& individuals : Therefore be it

“Resolved by the House of %raueutut{wa of the Btate of Oregon
(the Benate jointly conm . at we most earnestly fpe tion and
memorialize the Senate and Iiouse of Representatives of the United
States of America in Washington in the name of the State of Oregon
that Congress enact such legislation as will permit and reguire the
various collectors of Internal revenue to permlt upon application of
such commission or person as authorized by the Governor of the State
of Oregon to examine any and all income-tax returns filed under the
Federal income tax act by individuals, corporations, and others doing
business in the State of gon, as well as any persons, corporations,
or others deriving any income from business transacted in the State
of Oregon : Provided, however, That the same secrecy which safeguards
ineome-tax records made to the Federal Government extended to any
information regarding income-tax statements furnished to the officials
of the State of Oregon; and be it further

W Resolved, That the secretary of state of the Btate of O n be, and
he is hereby, instructed to forward a copy of this resolution to each
Member of Congress of the United States of America and to the re-
spective legislatures of the respective States of the United States,”

Adopted by the house January 20, 1823.

K. K. Kvsu
Bpeaker of the House.
JAY Uprox,
President of the Senate,
(Indorsed : Hounse joint memorial No. 3, introduced by Mr. McMahan,
of Linn County: W. F. Drager, chief clerk. Filed February 2, 1923,

S8am A, Kozer, secretary of state.)
; UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
STATE OF OREGON
Office of the Becretary of étate.

1, Sam A. Kozer, secretary of state of the State of Oregon and

todlan of the seal of sald Stgte, do hereby certify : i e

That I have carefully comgnred the annexed copy of house joint me-
morial No. 8 with the original thereof adopted by the Senate and House

Adopted by the senate January 30, 1923,

of Representatives of the Thirty-second Legislative Assembly of the
State of Oregon and filed in the office of the secretary of state of the
State of Oregon February 2, 1923, and that the same is a full, true,
and complete transcript therefrom and of the whole thereof, together
with all indorsements thereon.

In testimony whercof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed hereto
the seal of the State of Oregon. Done at the capitol at Salem, Oreg.,
this 2d day of February, A.

[sEAL.] Sam A. Kozer,

Becretary of State.

Mr., LADD. I ask unanimous consent to present and have
referred to the Commitiee on Agriculture and Forestry and
printed in the Recorp in 8-point type a concurrent resolution of
the Legislature of North Dakota recommending and urging
stabilization of wheat prices.

There being no objection, the concurrent resolution was re-
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry and or-
dered to be printed in the Recorp in 8-point type, as follows:

[Eighteenth Legislative Assembly of North Dakota, begun and
held at the capitol in the city of Bismarck on Tuesday, the
2d day of January, 1923.]

Concurrent resolution.

Be it resolved by the House of Representatlives of the Eighit-
eenth Legislative Assembly of the State of North Dakota (ithe
Senate concurring therein)—

Whereas since the cessation of the war with Germany and
the removal of the minimum wheat price guaranty of the Fed-
eral Government in effect during a part of the period of said
war, the price of wheat to the wheat producer of the Northwest
has depreciated to a point far below the cost of production; and

Whereas the general level of price on articles which the
wheat producer is obliged to buy and consume gives no promise
of a proportionate reduction, but, on the contrary, appears to be
increasing at this time; and

Whereas these circumstances have caused an unprecedented
condition of distress to the wheat producer of the Northwest,
and to all legitimate enterprises more or less directly de-
pendent upon his prosperity and solvency, which condition of
distress is so acute as to threaten a great loss of population in
the farming communities of the Northwest, accompanied by con-
sequent insolvency, bankruptcy, and other results so dire and
serious as to directly and indirectly affect a large proportion of
the population of the Nation; and

Whereas the Federal guaranty of a minimum price on wheat
during a part of the war period was, in fact, a serious injustice
to the wheat producer of the Northwest, resulting as it did in
greatly reducing his price far below the level of the price which
supply and demand conditions would have otherwise created,
and which therefore operated as an actual and artificial reduc-
tion and limitation of his price and not as a subsidy ; and

Whereas the Government of the United States received $50,-
000,000 as profits from the operation of the United States Grain
Corporation during the war, which really belongs to the pro-
ducer; and

Whereas the Northwest wheat producer alone among all the
producers in the United States suffered such arbitrary reduc-
tion In the price of his product during the war period from
which the entire consuming public directly benefited, he being
obliged during the said period to pay the highest market prices
for all articles which he used and consumed, there being no
governmental limitation on the price of any such article during
said period; and

Whereas this present condition resulting from the foregoing
is such as to threaten a calamity: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the House of Representatives of the Eighteenth
Legislative Assembly of the State of North Dakota (the Senate
concurring therein), That we do hereby respectfully urge the
Congress of the United States to take cognizance of the present
situation in which the Northwest wheat farmer is placed, and
the eircumstances which have resulted in his present condition
of distress and guarantee a minimum price of $1.50 per bushel
while this emergency lasts; be it further

Resolved, That inasmuch as the policy of Government aid has
been recognized under similar circumstances as being proper and
constitutional and was so recognized in the six months' guar-
anty provision to the railroads, and is now being urged in con-
nection with the so-called ship subsidy bill, the Congress of the
United States is hereby respectfully urged and earnestly peti-
tioned to labor to the end that it may find a proper and con-
stitutional means of bringing immediate relief to the Northwest
wheat producer by guaranteed price; be it further

Resolved, That the secretary of state be directed to transmit
a copy of this resolution to the President of the United States,
the President of the United States Senate, the Speaker of the
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National House of Representatives, and to all Members of both
Houses of the National Congress from North Dakota immedi-
ately upon its passage and approval
Ray JoHNSON,
Speaker of the House.
- W. I. CusHiNg,
Chief Clerk of the House.
Frang H. HYLAND,
President of the Senate.
W. E. Pazsons,
Secretary of the Senate.
This certifies that the foregoing resolution was- adopted by
the House of Representatives of the Righteenth Legislative As-
sembly of the State of North Dakota, the senate conecurring
therein.

[sEAL.]

W. F. CusHING,
Chief Clerk of the House.

Mr, LADD presented a resolution of the Benson County Na-
tional Farm Loean Association, of North Daketa, protesting
against the passage of House bill 13125, proposing to amend
certain sections of the Federal farm loan act, which was re-
ferred: to- the Committee on Banking and Currency:

He also presented petitions of 24 citizens of Tloga and White
Earth, N. Dak., praying for the passage of legislation abolishing
the discriminatory tax in existing law on small-arms. ammuni-
tion and firearms, which were referred to. the Committee on
Finance.

He also presented a resolution of the Benson County National
Farm Loan Association, of North Dakota, protesting against the
passage of House Joint Resolution 314, proposing an amend-
ment to the Constitution of the United: States making all Fed-
eral securities subject to State income tax; and all State; connty,
and municipal securities subject to Federal income tax, which
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

He also-preseuted a resolution adopted at an executive coun-
cil meeting of the International Typographical Union with the
executive boards of the International Printing Pressmen and
Assistants’ Union, the International Photo-Engravers’ Union,
the International Stereotypers and Eleetrotypers’ Union, and
the International Brotherhood of Bookbinders, at Indianapolis,
Ind., protesting against the passage of the so-called ship subsidy
bill, which was ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. MeLEAN preseuted a petition of the directors of the Nor-
wich (Conn.) Chamber of Commerce, favoring the passage of
Senate bill 4202, providing for the creation of a national police
bureau. in the District.of Columbia, which was referred to the
Committee on the District of Columbia.

He also presented a resolution adopted by the United Congre-
gational Church School, of Norwich, Conn., favoring an amend-
ment to the Constitution regulating child labor, which was re-
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES.

Mr. McNARY, from the Committee on Agriculture and For-
estry, to which were referred the joint resolution (8. J. Res.
91) authorizing the President to require the United States
Equalization Board (Inc.) to adjust a transaection relating to
3,500 tons of sugar imported from the Argentine Republie, and
the joint resolution (8. J. Res. 172) authorizing the President to
require the United States Sugar Equalization Board (Inc.) to
take over and dispose of 2,000 tons of sugar imported from the
Argentine Republic and -adjust the loss sustained thereby, re-
ported them favorably without amendment and submitted a re-
port (No. 1145) thereon.

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which
was referred the bill (H. R, 6423) to detach Pecos County. in
the State of Texas, from the Del Rio division of the western
judicial district of Texas and attach same to the El Paso divi-
sion of the western judicial district of said State, reported it
without amendment and submitted a report (No. 1136) thereon.

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Finance, to which
was referred the bill (H. R. 13775) to amend the revenue act
of 1921 in respect to credits and refunds, reported it with
amendments and submitfed a report (No. 1137) thereon.

He also, from the Committee on the Library, to which were
referred the following bills and joint resolution, reported them
severally without amendment:

A bill (8. 4330) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to
erect ¢ monument at Fort Pierre, 8. Dak., to commemorate the
explorations and discoveries of the Verendrye brothers, and
to expend not to exceed $25,000 therefor;

A bill (8. 4463) to authorize the erection of a memorial monu-
ment or fountain as a gift to the people of the United States
by the Henry B. F. Macfarland memerial committee; and’

A joint resolution (8. J. Res. 277) granting permission for the
erection of a monument to symbolize the uaﬁonal game of
baseball.

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on the Library, to
which was referred the joint resolution (8. J. Res. 274) to
provide for the participation of the United States in the ob-
servance of the one hundredth: anniversary of the enunciation
of the Monroe doctrine and of the ninety-second anniversary
of the death of James Monroe. reported it with an amendment.

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to
which was referred the bill (8. 3761) for the relief of James
Moran, reported it with amendments. and submitted a report
(No. 1138)' thereon.

Mr. NEW, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re-
ferred: the bill (8. 4308) to authorize the general accounting
officers of the United States to allow eredit to certain disburs-
ing officers for payments of salary made on properly certified
and approved vouchers, reported it without amendment and
submitted a report (No. 1140) thereon.

BOUTHERN TRANSPORTATION CO.

Mr. PAGH. The bill (H. R. 7010) for the relief of the South-
ern Transportation Co. was considered by the Committee on
Claims of the House and referred to the Committee on Naval
Affairs of the Senate. I can not understand why it was sent
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. I have taken up the matter
with the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Carprer], the chairman of
the Committee on Claims, and he thinks the bill should properly
go to that committee. I move that the Committee on Naval
Affairs be discharged from the further consideration of the bill
and that it be referred to the Committee on Claims.

The motion was agreed to.

AMERICAN EMBASSY IN SANTIAGO, CHILE

Mr. LODGE. From the Committee on Foreign Relations I
report back favorably, without amendment, the bill (8. 4522)
authorizing the Seeretary of State to convey certain land owned
by the United States in Santiago, Chile, to the municipality of
that ecity, and to acquire or receive in exchange therefor other
land located in the said city.

I ask unanimeus consent for the present consideration of the
bill

Mr. ROBINSON. Will the Senator from Massachusetts ex-
plain the bill?

Mr. LODGE. Yes; it is very easily explained. We hought
and own a very fine embassy in the city of Santiago, Chile;
with the land surrounding the embassy. On a portion of the
land, a small lot 15 by 40 feet, with frontage on another sireet,
there is a small adobe shanty. The ecity is going to put a new
street through there and desires to take that small lot in order
to get rid of the building, and will give us another piece of land
at the other end of the embassy grounds which is even better
than the'lot to be taken by them. It is a good exchange for us.
The bill is simply to authorize the Secretary of State to make
the exchange of this small parcel of land.

Mr. ROBINSON. I think there is no objection to the bill.

Mr. LODGE. There can be no objection to it.

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com-
mittee of the Whole, and was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, eto.,, That the SBecretary of State, nctin;izas the agent
oi the Government of the United States, is hereby authorized to convey
to. the municipality of Santiago, Chile, the title to and interest in a

rtion, mntamng not more than 30 square meters, of that cel of

d loeated in. the clt{ of Sa.ntia%o on which the American Imbassy
is sitnated, to ther with the building thereon, known as 206 Merced
Street, and o appurtenances thereto, and to acquire with the pro-
ceeds thereof, whi are hereby appropriated for that purpose, or re-
ceive in exc:hangu therefor, title to a parcel of land not exceeding 30
square meters in extent at the western end of Bueras Street and the
appurtenances pertaining thereto.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third
time, and passed.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous
consent, the second time, and referred as follows:

By Mr. WELLER:

A bill (8. 4526) authorizing the construction, maintenance,
and operation of a dam and appurtenant intake and outlet
structures across or in the Potomac River at or near Williams-
port, Washington County, Md.; to the Commitfee on Commerce.

By Mr. SHEPPARD :

A bill (8. 4527) for the relief of A. H. Rebentish; to the Com-
mittee on Claims,

A bill (8. 4529) to complete the publication of the Moses
Austin and Stephen F, Austin papers; to the Committee on
Appropriations.
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By Mr. BROOKHART :

A bill (8. 4530) granting a pension to Ed Colins; to.the Com-
mittee on Pensions.

By Mr. BURSUM : "

A bill (8. 4531) granting a pension to Nestor Alarcon;

A bill (8. 4532) granting a pension to Bernard Higgins;

A bill (8. 4533) granting a pension to Fannie E. Hilton ;

A bill (8. 4534) granting an increase of pension to Edith B.
Macon ; and

A bill (S. 4535) granting a pension to Felipe Perata y Cis-
neros; to the Committee on Pensions.

KANSAS CITY, MEXICO & ORIENT RAILROAD.

Mr. SHEPPARD introduced a bill (8. 4528) for the relief of
the Kansas City, Mexico & Orient Railroad of Texas, Oklahoma,
and Kansas, which was read twice by its title and referred to
the Committee on Interstate Commerce,

Nor. SHEPPARD. I present, for reference to the Committee
on Interstate Commerce, a memorial of the Texas Legislature
supporting the bill which I have introduced for the relief of the
Kansas City, Mexico & Orient Railroad.

The memorial was referred to the Committee on Interstate
Commerce and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows:

Resolution relating to Orient Railroad, by Texas Legislature, on Janu-
ary 1T, 1922,

The speaker laid before the house for consideration at this time the
following resolution :
Senate Concurrent Resolution No. 8, relating to the Orient Railroad.

Resolved by the Senate of the State of Texas (the House of Repre-
sentatives concurring), That the following memorial and petition to
the Congress of the United States and prayer for relief from pending
disaster and destruction of the Orient Railroad be adopted by the
Thirty-eighth Legislature of the State of Texas and presented to the
Congress of the United States and to the Interstate Commerce Commis-

gion ; that

“’ileress the Kansas Citﬁ. Mexico & Orient Ralilroad, particularly
that part of it built through Texas, is built through a pioneer section
of the State susceptible of great development possibilities if given
transportation facilities that must come through the proper mainte-
nance and operation of said road, which aid and assistance can only
come through the united action of our Federal Congress and the Inter-
state Commerce Commission permitting said road and the physical
properties thereof to be taken over and operated under such conditions
as will permit said road to continue as a factor for good in the de-
velopment of that section of the State through which it has been con-

structed ; and
Whereas the necessity for such transpottation facilities in the proper
development of the pioneer section of our country has heretofore been
zed and encouraged both by Federal and State land grants; and
ereas sald land grants can no longer be extended to any road be-
caunse of the exhaustion of the public lands by such railroad grants;

and
Whereas a great injustice can be done to a ngatrlotic citizenship by
the discontinuance of

ermitting the abandonment of said railroad a
ts operations : Therefore be it

Resolved, That the plan heretofore submitted to the Interstate Com-
merce Commission of the United States by the Hon. Lynch Davidson,
lieutenant governor of the State of Texas, and embodied in this resolu-
tion, as follows—

Immunity from and relaxation of both Federal and Btate transporta-
tion laws are solvents to save the Orient Railroad from abandonment,
the scrap pile, and wreckage. z

That purpose is to be accomplished by Federal and State legislation,
an act to be enacted by the Federal Government exempting any railroad
owned or of which a saobstantial part Is owned by a sovereign State
or by the Nation from all transportation acts and laws other than the
ordinary eivil laws of the State and Nation.

The classification of the Federal acts to provide that the title of a
road or roads enjoying such immunity shall be vested in a sm‘eretﬁ
State or an agency created by a sovereign State, which agency shall

uivalent to State ownership of some snbstanéa
all of said road.

To further provide that any debt or obligation owing to the Federal
Government by any road or roads eo situated, whose rehabilitation and
operation have been assumed by & Btate, shall be subordinated to all
claims and moneys expended by said Btate in the rehabilitation or
operation of such railroad.

The measure to further provide that any net profits not essential
to improvements, development, and betterments shall apply 50 cent
to the Btate and 50 per cent to repayment of any sum advas by the
Federal Government.

To further provide that such immunity, in the event of sale, trans-
fer, or lease of a road to individuals or corporations, ete., shall con-
tinue for a period of 10 or 15 years following such transfer, lease, or
conveyance, provided the State shall retain its control of said road
and reserve the right to direct its affairs.

The Federal act to require the State or States to. furnish the neces-
sary capital for rehabilitation and operation of the read to which it
has taken title, and such requirements to constitute a substantial guar-
anty of continuity of operation of such road or roads by the State or
those holding under it.

Repayment of all moneys due the State and Nation or by a railroad
g?ﬂter this classification shall be condition of its relinquishment by the

ate,

The Federal act to be effective upon only the enactment of corre-
sponding legislation by a State or States—

Be submitted to the Congress of the United States, with the request
that suitable legislation be enacted carrying said plan into effect
dimtlnﬁ the Interstate Commerce Commission of the United States to
make all suitable and necessary rules and regulations for the mainte-
nance, operation, conduct, control, and management of sald road in
accordance with the terms of sald plan.

1 part of the road or

Ba it further resolved, That coples of this resolution be presented to
the Oklahoma ture, now in session, and to the Kansas Legisla-
ture, now in session. a

(T)ge re:{alutsn ;“Cl:i.ﬂ xnnd time.

motion ¥. twood, the resolution 8 ref t -
BBt oy was referred to the com

THE MERCHANT MARINE.

Mr. FLETCHER submitted an amendment intended to be
proposed by bim to the bill (H. R. 12817) to amend and supple-
ment the merchant marine act, 1920, and for other purposes,
which was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed.

AMENDMENTS TO THIRD DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. CALDER submitted an amendment providing that the
Comptroller General of the United States be authorized and
directed to adjust and audit the claim of the ecity of New
York for expenses incurred by said city in aiding to suppress
the insurrection against the United States during the years
»1861 to 1865, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the third
deficiency appropriation bill, which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

Mr. BURSUM submitted an amendment proposing to pay
§1,200 to Alexander K. Meek for extra and expert services
rendered to the Committee on Pensions during the third and
fourth sessions of the Sixty-seventh Congress as an assistant
clerk to said committee by detail from the Bureau of Pen-
sions, intended to be proposed by him to the third deficiency
appropriation bill, which was referred to the Committee on
Apprepriations and ordered to be printed.

ADDITIONAL CLERK TO DISTRICT COMMITTEE.

Mr. BALL submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 437),
which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the
Contingent Expenses of the Senate:

Resolved, That 8. Res. 330, agreed to September 13 1J;~22£I
ing the Committee on the District of Columbia to continue t
ment of an additional clerk, payable out of the contingent
the end of the present Congress, be, and the same hereby
continued in full force an
Congress.

MONTHLY REPORTS OF CONDITION OF RAILROAD EQUIPMENT.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I ask leave to submit
a resolution, which I ask may be printed in the Recorp.

Mr. ROBINSON. Let the resolution be read for the infor-
mation of the Senate.

The resolution (S. Res. 438) was read, as follows:

Resolved, That the Interstate Commerce Commission be, and it 1s
hereby, requested to report to the Congress, and when C is not
in session to the President, as soon as possible after the t day of
each month the condition of rallroad equipment as revealed by the
reports of the carriers and by the ons of the commission, the
number of persons killed, the number ured upon the railroads, and
any other available data bearing uwpon the physical condition of the
railroads and of railroad egquipment, together with a statement of
what action, if any, has been taken by the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission witﬁin its statutory power to remedy the situnation.

Resolved further, That such month!sg reports as soon as transmitted
to the President or to the Congress shall available to the publie.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I ask that the resolution lie upon the
table, to be called up by me at the first opportunity.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will lie upon the table,

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Over-
hue, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had adopted
the concurrent resolution (8. Con. Res. 38) requesting the
President to return to the Senate the bill (8. 2023) defining the
crop failure in the production of wheat, rye, or oats by those
who borrowed money from the Government of the United
States for the purchase of wheat, rye, or oats for seed, and for
other purposes.

The message also announced that the House had passed a
joint resolution (H. J. Res. 440) to satisfy the award rendered
against the United States by the arbitral fribunal established
under the special agreement concluded June 30, 1921, between
the United States of America and the Kingdom of Norway, in
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate.

The message further announced that the House had agreed to
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the
bill (H. R. 13926) making appropriations for the legislative
branch of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30,
1924, and for other purposes; that the House had receded from
its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 10
and 25 to the said bill and concurréd therein; and that the
House had receded from its disagreement to the amendment of
the Senate numbered 26 and concurred therein with an amend-
ment, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate.

authoriz-
e employ-
fund, until
is, further
effect until the end of the Bixty-eighth
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The message also announced that the House had agreed to the
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes
of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill
(H. R. 13660) making appropriations for the government of the
Distriet of Columbia and other activities chargeable in whole or
in part against the revenues of such District for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1924, and for other purposes; that the House
had receded from its disagreement to the amendments of the
Senate numbered 24, 55, 64, 65, 75, 117, and 123 to the said bill
and concurred therein ; that the House had receded from its dis-
agreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 33, 56, 76,
83, 105, 112, 116, 118, 124, 126, and 129 and had concurred
therein, severally, with an amendment, in which it requested the
concurrence of the Senate; and that the House further insisted
upon its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate num-
bered 127.

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House
had signed the following enrolled bills, and they were thereupon
signed by the Presiding Officer [Mr. MosEs] as Acting President
pro tempore:

H. R. 855. An act for the relief of Fred G. Leith, United States
Navy;

H! R. 6204. An act to grant the military target range of Lin-
coln County, Okla., to the city of Chandler, Okla., and reserving
the wght to use for military and aviation purposes;

H. R.11389. An act for the relief of Robert Guy Robinson ;

H. R. 12007. An act providing for the conveyance of certain
Jand to the city of Boise, Idaho, and from the city of Boise,
Idaho, to the United States;

H. R. 12887. An act granting a pension to Jacob F. Rosen-
berger; and

H. R. 13696. An act making appropriations for the Executive
Office and sundry independent executive bureaus, boards, com-
missions, and offices for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1924,
and for other purposes.

HOUSE JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED.

H. J. Res. 440. A joint resolution to satisfy the award ren-
dered against the United States by the arbitral tribunal
established under the speclal agreement concluded June 30,
1921, between the United States of America and the Kingdom
of Norway was read twice by its title and referred to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations.

THE CALEXNDAR.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning business Is eclosed
and the calendar under Rule VIII is in order.

Mr. CURTIS. 1 ask unanimous consent that this morning
we begin the call of the calendar at the number where we left
off on the last calendar day, Calendar No. 992, and that un-
objected bills be considered.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas asks
unanimous consent that the calling of the calendar may begin
with No. 992, and that unobjected bills be considered. Is there
objection?

Mr. STERLING. Is that done with the understanding that
we shall begin then at the beginning of the calendar?

Mr. CURTIS. Certainly; if the call of the calendar is com-
pleted before 2 o'clock, then we will begin at the beginning of
the calendar.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re-
quest made by the Senator from Kansas?

Mr. McNARY. I wish to inquire if that is the number at
which we stopped when the calendar was last called?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is the number, as the Chair
stated.

Mr. McNARY. Then if we finish the rest of the calendar, we
will start with the first number on the ealendar?

Mr. CURTIS. Yes; we shall then start at the beginning.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so understands. Is
there objection to the request made by the Senator from Kan-
sas that the calling of the calendar begin with No. 992 and
that unobjected bills be considered? The Chair hears no ob-
jection. The Secretary will report Calendar No. 992,

Mr. UNDERWOOD. As I understand the order, it is that
we will eonsider only unobjected bills?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That was the request.

Mr. ROBINSON. What was the request of the Senator from
Kansas? ;

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The request of the Senator
from Kansas was that the call of the calendar should begin
with the number where the call of the calendar was left off on
the last day it was considered, and that unobjected bills shall
be considered. The Secretary will report Calendar No. 992,

Calendar No. 992, the bill (8. 129) to provide for election
contests in the Senate of the United States, was announced as
first in order.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. That bill was reported from the
Committee on Privileges and Elections. I have not yet had an
opportunity to look into it fully, and I ask that it may go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, this is calendar Monday, and
I emphatically object to call the calendar in any other fashion
than in accordance with the rule. That is to say, I desire the
rule to be strictly observed in this respect: That if anyone
objects to a bill, a Senator shall have the right to move to pro-
ceed to its consideration.

Mr, LODGE. The order has already been made.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that
unanimous consent has already been granted.

Mr. ASHURST. Then, of course, I am helpless and power-
"less, but I shall hereafter insist that those who ask for unani-
mous consent shall at least not whisper the request. I do not
know who made it, and I think that is not exactly the best way
to proceed with the ealendar. T promised over a dozen Sena-
tors that we should have calendar Monday, but a whispered
conversation arises as a result of which we are precluded from
moving to proceed to the consideration of bills that are ob-
jected to. I ask unanimous consent that the order be rescinded
and that the calendar be called as the rule requires it to bhe
called.

Mr. CURTIS. In view of the fact that I presented the unani-
mous-consent request and stood in the center aisle, as I did so,
and stated it loudly enough for the Chair to hear, and it was
submitted to the Senate about three times by the Chair, 1 shall
object to the Senator’s request.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I should like to ask the Senator
from Kansas whether there will be an opportunity to con-
sider those bills which precede Calendar No. 992. There are a
number of us interested in those bills, and we would like to
have them considered if possible.

Mr. CURTIS. It was stated when the unanimous-consent
request was agreed to that if the calendar was completed before
1 o’clock, we would begin at the beginning and the call would
proceed in that way. |

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will announce for
information that, in pursuance of that understanding, the Chair
will hold that bills objected to, prior to No. 992 on the calendar,
may be taken up on motion.

Mr. CURTIS. That is right.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next biil on the calendar
will be reported.

The bill (H. R, 7761) to amend the Revised Statutes of the
United States relative to proceedings in confested-election cases
was announced as next in order.

Mr. ASHURST. Let that go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill goes over.

The bill (8, 4283) to authorize the Commissioners of the
District of Columbia to require operators of motor vehicles
in the District of Columbia to secure a permit, and for other
purposes, was announced as next in order.

Mr. ASHURST. Let the bill go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (8. 3773) to reduce night work in the Postal Service
wias announced as next in order.

Mr, DIAL. Let the bill go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (8. 4248) to fix the compensation of employees in
post offices for overtime services performed in excess of eight
hours daily was announced as next in order.

Mr. DIAL. Let the bill go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (8. 3942) for the relief of John H. McAtee was an-
nounced as next in order.

Mr. DIAL. Let that go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (8. 4315) to amend section 2 of the legislative, ex-
ecutive, and judicial appropriation act, approved July 31, 1804,
was announced as next in order.

" Mr. KING. Let the bill go over.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

ESTATES OF CITIZENS DYING ABROAD.

The bill (8. 4379) to amend section 1709 of the Revised
Statutes of the United States, as amended, was announced as
next in order.

The reading clerk proceeded to read the bill.
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Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, I ask the Senator from
Minnesota [Mr. Nersox], who I observe reported this bill, to
make a statement respecting its purpose. ]

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, T will make a brief explana-
tion of the bill. It relates to the disposition by the diplomatic
and consmlar officers of the Government of the funds arising
from the estates or effects of citizens of the United States
who die abread. At present such funds are handled by the
Secretary of State, and the purpose of this bill is to turn
them over to the accounting officers of the Government. No
change is proposed in the existing law except the transfer of
such funds te the accounting officers of the Government.

Mr. ROBINSON. Is the report of the commiitee unanimous
in favor of the bill?

Mr. NELSON. Yes; the report is unanimously in favor of
the bill.

Mr. ROBINSON.
of the bill.

Mr. KING. Let the bill be read.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 1 should like fo have the bhill read.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read.

The bill was read, and the Senate, as in Commitiee of the
Whole, proceeded to its consideration, as Tollows:

Be il enacted, elc., That section 1709 of the Revised Statutes of the
United States as amended by the act of March 8, 1911, is hereby further
amended so that the fifth and sixth paragraphs of the said section shall
read as follows.:

“Fifth. To transmit the balance of the estate to the General Ac-
counting Office, to be holden in trust for the legal claimant; except
that if at any time before such transmissio represeniative

n the legal
of the deceased shall appear and demand his effects in their
they shall deliver them up, being paid their fees, and shall cease their

edings.

"Stxth.gsl’he General Accoun Office shall act as eonservator of
such part of these estates as may received, and for their protection
the Comptroller General of the United States may order such effects
1o be sold as may consist of jewelry or other articles which have here-
tofore or may hereafier be received, and pay the expenses of such sale
out of the proceeds: Provided, Application for these effects shall not
have been made by the le claimant within two years after thelr
receipt The Comptroller ernl is anthorized to Indorse all bills
of axchang. promiszory mnotes, and other evid of indebtedness
due to such estates, and to take such steps as may be nececssary for
their collection. The proceeds of such sales, together with such other
meneys as may be cellected by him, shall be deposited into the Treasury
isn trngt for the legal claimant, and be Teported to the Secretary of

mtel"

The bill was reperted to the Benate without amendment,
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

MAILING PEIVILEGES FOR PUBLICATIONS FOR THE BLIND.

‘"The hill (8. 3078) to provide for the free transmission through
the mails of certain publications for the blind was aunounced
as next in order.

Mr. STERLING. Mr. President, I am requested by the au-
thor of that bill to ask that the bill go over pending some con-
ferences which it is desired may be held with the Post Office
Department relative to the measure. It is an important bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.
The Secretary will state the next bill on the Calendar.

EUGENE K. STOUDEMIRE,

The bill (8. 1031) for the relief of Eugene K. Stoudemire
was considered in Committee of the Whole,

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Claims
with an amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause
and to insert:

That the United States Employees’ Compensation Commission ghall
be, and it is hereby, authorized to extend to Eugene K. Stoudemire,
who suffered the loss of an eye on August 3, 1915, while in the dis-
chnrﬁe of his duty as an engineer on the towboat Alabama, in the river
and harbor service of the Government, the provisions of an act entitled
“An act to provide compensation for employees of the United States
suffering injurles while in the performance of their duties, and for
other purposes,” approved September 7, 1916, compensation hereunder
to eommence from and after the passage of this aet.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, reserving the right to object, I
should like some explanation in regard to the bill and, fuorther-
more, in regard to the policy which seems to be suggested under
this bill and under one or two other bills which have recently
come before us of extending the benefits of the compensation
law to those who may have claims against the Government for
injuries arising long before the passage of the act. It seems to
me that when Congress passed a law and fixed the date when
it should go into operation and made no provision that it should
be retroactive, it is rather a dangerous precedent to have Con-
gress now open up all cases invelving persons who were injured
at a period anterior to the passage of the law. If we permit
injuries which were inflicted in 1915 to be compensated for,
why not allow compensation o be paid by the Government for
injuries which were inflicted in 1914 and in 1912 and in 1911

1 have no objection to the consideration

and in 1910, and, indeed, 20, 30, or 40 years ago? I should like
some explanation &s to the reason why the Government did not
make the compensation act retroactive; and if it did not see fit
in its wisdom to do so, why we should take up these cases by
piecemeal and grant relief to all persons who were injured many
years ago while in the employ of the Government.

Mr, HEFLIN. Mr. President, when this bill was introduced
it songht to have paid to this injured man $7,500. The Com-
mittee on Claims investigated the case, however, and decided
that the claimant was not entitled to that amount or that it
would not consent that he be paid that amount in a lump sum,
but that he did have a meritorious case and should be put on
the list of those injured in the service of the Government who
have been granted relief under the compensation act. That is
what has been recommended by the committee. I trust there
will be no objection to the passage of the bill, Mr. President.
He is a humble citizen——

Mr. ROBINSON. He Is a laboring man?

Mr. HEFLIN. Yes; he is a laboring man. He suffered the
loss of his eye, and as a result is in bad shape. He is a poor
man ; he was serving the Government at the time this aceident
occurred; he is, as I have said, a poor man and needs the
money. I had hoped that the committee would recommend the
payment of $7,500 to him; but, instead, it saw fit to put him
on the list of those who were injured in the service of the
Government, which will allow the payment to him of a small
sum each month.

I trust that my friend from Utah will make no objection to
the bill. T should like to have it passed by the Senate so that
it may be sent to the House and receive consideration in that
body before the present session of Congress expires.

Mr. KING, Mr., President, may I inquire of the Senator
whether he believes the Government of the United States
should now provide compensation for all persons who were in-
jured prior to the passage of the compensation act, regardless
of any statute of limitations, assuming there is a statute of
limitations in these matters, back for 20 or 30 or 40 years?
Where are we going to draw the line?

Mr. HEFLIN. I would be governed largely by the circum-
stances in the ease. Many poor fellows who are injured do
not know what te do until semebedy tells them, * If you were
injured while in the service of the Government you ought to
have presented your claim to the Government.” That fre-
quently happens, and in many instances in cases of this sort
a long time elapses after the injury oecurs before any action
is taken, because the person injured does not know what steps
to take. The poor fellow who is the claimant in this case was
knocked down and his eye put out; the eommittee investigated
and saw fit to recommend that he be put on the list of those
receiving benefits under the compensation act. 1 would favor
relief for cases of that kind,

Mr. KING. Mr, President, 1 shall not objeet to the eon-
gideration of this biil; but it seems to me that when Congress
had this subject before it in the beginning, knowing, undoubt-
edly, that there were persons who had been in the employ of
the Government who had been injured, and did not see fit in
their wisdom to make the bill retroactive so as to afford relief
to those who may have been injured 5, 10, 15, or 20 years
prior to that time, it is rather a dangerous thing for the Con-
gress now to open the gates to all such claims,

Mr., ROBINSON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to
me?

Mr. KING. T yield. :

Mr. ROBINSON. The bill is somewhat unusual in form, but
my information is that in a number of instances the Congress
has provided for claimants whose injuries occurred prior to
the passage of the compensation act by appropriating the
sumg which they would have received if they had been entitled
to the benefits of that act.

Mr KING, That is to say, if the bill was in force at the
time of the injury.

Mr. ROBINSON. ' Yes, This bill hasg the same effect as a
number of bills reported from the Claims Committee and passed
hy the Senate heretofore giving the claimants the benefits of
the provisions of the compensation act. The language is dif-
ferent, but the effect is the same. Quite a number of bills
of this character have been enacted.

Mr. KING. May I say to my good friend from Arkansas
that it is my understanding of the effect of the bill that it
would, if passed, give the beneficiary the same rights and the
same benefits as if the compensation had been in force at the
time of the accident?

Mr. ROBINSON. Ina number of cases, instead of making the
provisions of the compensation act applicable to the particular
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individual and the injury that he sustained, the Congress has
simply made an appropriation of the amount which would
accrue to im under the compensation act.

Mr. KING. I should be glad to have my friend from Ar-
kansas give his view as to the wisdom and propriety of going
back of the compensation act and allowing compensation to
persons who were injured long before the act was passed.

Mr. ROBINSON. If the Congress had pursued the course
implied in the question of the Senator from Utah and had de-
clined to allow compensation to any individual before the com-
pensation act became effective or applicable to his rights, I
would be in sympathy with the proposal to deny its benefits in
a particular case, such as the one at bar, but inasmuch as we
have heretofore relaxed it in a number of instances, I see no
reason why it should not be done in this case.
~ Mr. KING. The Senator will see that many years after an
accident occurs it may be impossible to ascertain the facts and
perhaps show very good reason why no compensation should
be paid at all on any moral or legal ground. ]

Mr. ROBINSON. The Senator from Utah will also see that
in a great many instances—I do not know that the statement is
applicable to this particular case—where claims presented to
the Congress of the United States the condition of business
before the Congress is such that they can not have considera-
tion here until after a great many years have elapsed. That
statement is applicable to a large number of claims which are
now pending before the Congress. It is admittedly difficult to

ve prompt consideration to every claim that is presented. Our
system in that respect 1s subject to eriticism. All such claims
ought to be determinable by some tribunal having the qualifica-
tions and jurisdiction ordinarily possessed by courts, but I know
that the Congress during my service here has passed a great
many bills which have given to claimants who were injured
prior to the passage of the compensation act the benefits of
that act. .

*  Mr. KING.  Let me say to the Senator I have been advised
that certain persons have been quite alert since a number of
these bills have been passed to find persons who were injured
years before the compensation act was enacted for the purpose
of urging the presentation of their claims to Congress. It
seems to me that when Congress passed the compensation act
it ought either to have provided for those who were injured
prior to its enactment or fixed a time beyond which the benefits
of the act would not go.

Mr. ROBINSON. As a general proposition, I think the Sena-
tor is right in that particular.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to
the amendment reported by the committee.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment was concurred in,

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed,

REPRESSION OF PROSTITUTION.

The bill (8. 8544) to enlarge the powers and duties of the
Department of Justice in relation to the repression of prostitu-
tion for the protection of the armed forces, was considered as
in Committee of the Whole.

The bill had been reported from the Committee on the Judi-
ciary with an amendment, on page 2, line 19, after the words
“ June 30, to strike out “1923” and insert * 1924, so as to
make the bill read: Z

Be it enacted, ete., That the powers and duties of the Department of
Justice be, and they are hereby, enlarged to enable the agents or repre-
pentatives of the department to inquire into and investigate vice condi-
tions In the vicinity of or adjacent to Army or naval eamps, posts,
stations, forts, Eortk- or hospitals in the continental United States, the
Territories of the United States, the Insular possessions of the United
fltates, and the Panama Canal Zone, or at any place under the author-
ty of the United Btates where the armed forces of the United States
or ex-soldlers and ex-sailors of the United States are stationed under
the care and authority of the United States, and to use every lawful
means, either independently or in cooperation with the authorities of
any State, city, town, couut{]. Distriet, ‘I‘erritor{. or the authorities of the
insular possessions of the United States and the Panama Canal Zone for
the prevention and repression of such vice conditions for the protection
;Jfrt & armed forces or such ex-soldiers and ex-sailors against venereal

nfection.

Sepc. 2. That the Department of Justice ghall take over such of the
duties, books, records, equipment, and personnvel of the United States
Interdepartmental Social Hygiene Board as the President of the United
Btates may by Executive order direct.

Sec. 8. That there is hereby aunthorized an appropriation out of the
Tmasurf of the United States annually, beglnning with the fiscal year
ending June 30. 1924, the sum of $325,000 to carry out the purposes of
this act, including the payment for personnel services, books, furniture,
periodicals, and necessary books of reference in the District of Columbia.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, I should like to
have the Senator from California [Mr. SHORTRIDGE], who re-
ported this bill, explain to us just exactly what means the

representatives of the Department of Justice may take inde-
pendently of the local authorities to accomplish the result to be
achieved by this bill.

‘Mr, KING. Reserving the right to object, Mr. President, I
shall be glad to hear the explanation.

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, this bill was introduced
by the Senator from Washington [Mr. Jongs]. It found its
way to the Committee on the Judiclary and was by that com-
mittee considered and reported with an amendment, the reason
for the action of the committee belng set forth in the printed
report accompanying the bill.

The Senate is doubtless aware that the activities referred to
in this bill have heretofore been discharged by an interdepart-
mental commission or committee. The purpose of the bill is
to transfer those activities to the Department of Justice. The
report accompanying the bill carries a letter addressed to me
by the Interdepartmental Social Hygiene Board.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr, President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Cali-
fornia yield to the Senator from Montana?

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Certainly.

Mr. WALSH of Montana, Perhaps the Senator did not
understand my question. I have no difficulty at all in arriving
at the purpose of the bill. T addressed a specific question to
the Senator, namely : The bill provides that the representatives
of the Department of Justice shall take such means as may be
necessary, any lawful means, for the prevention and repression
of these vice conditions; and these lawful means are to be pur-
sued either independently of the local authorities or in conjunc-
tion with the local authorities. What I want to know-is, What
are these independent means that the secret service will take,
independently of the local authorities, to suppress vice condi-
tions?

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. My immediate reply to the question
would be this, although the Senator states the matter in such
form, it seems to me, as to bring about its own answer: As I
understand this proposed measure, the Department of Justice
is to cooperate with the local authorities.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Quite so, sir; but in addition to
that they are to proceed independently, if they desire to do so.

‘Mr. SHORTRIDGE., The word indicates what they are to
do. If they have the legal power under existing laws, in coop-
eration, it may be, with the Army officers, they are to take
such steps, suggest such means, and employ such persuasive
force as will accomplish the end desired, namely, the protection
as against dangerous diseases of the sailors and the soldiers in
the public service. Just what means they would adopt, just In
what way they would proceed, would be a matter within their
discretion, as I understand this measure. I think that is &
sufficient answer.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. That is just exactly what I am
trying to find out from the Senator. They may proceed in
cooperation with the local authorities. That is to say, they
may go before the justice of the peace or the committing magis-
trate and complain about violations of the local law, and the
local authorities will thereupon proceed to prosecute; Anybody
cani understand that; but, in addition to that, they are given
authority to proceed, independently of these local authorities, to
do something. That is what T want to know., Here is a grant
of authority to ofticers of the Secret Service to proceed independ-
ently, within the exclusive jurisdiction not of the United States
but of the State authorities, by some means independent of the
State authorities, to do something. What I want fo know is,
What it is that thing they are going to do?

Mr. SHORTRIDGHE. Will the Senator permit we, then, to
give my view touching the scope of this bill? I understand that
the Department of Justice is to carry on the work hitherto car-
ried on by the Interdepartmental Social Hygiene Board. In a
word, as I recall and understand, that board has proceeded some-
what in this way——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time of the Senator from
California has expired,

Mr. SHORTRIDGE.
Senator from Montana.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. To be sure; but the Senator
from California will recall that the Chair specifically asked if
he yielded to the Senator from Montana.

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I did not know I had the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Certainly. The Chair said the
Senator from California was recognized. The Chair wishes to

I was answering the question of the

state that in view of the crowded condition of the ecalendar, in
view of the fact that there will be but three calendar days
prior to the expiration of this Congress, and in view of the fur-
ther fact that so many Senators are interested in measures npon
the calendar, so far as the present occupant of the chair can do
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it the five-minuie rule and the speaking-but-onee rule will be
strictly enforcedl.

Mr. SHORTRIDGI.
rule.

Mr, WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, I move to amend by
striking ount the words * either independently or,” in line 5, on
page 2.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to
thie amendment proposed by the Senuator from Montana.

The amendment was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to
the amendment proposed by the commitiee.

The amendment wus agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
amended——

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. President, there is objection to the pas-
sage of this bill as amended.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the bill will he passed
over. The Secretary will state the next bill on the calendar.

FREANKLIN GUM,

The bill (8. 2398) for the relief of Franklin Gum was an-
nounced as next in order, and was read, as follows :

Be it enacted, ete., That in the administration of any laws conferring
rights, privileges, or benefits upon honorably discharged soldiers, Frank-
lin Gum, who was a private in Company A, Forty-eighth Regiment Wis-
congin Volunteer Infantry, shall hereafter be held and considered to
have been honorably discharged therefrom : Provided, That other than
as above set forth no bounty, pay, pension, or other emolument shall
aeerue prior to or by reason of the passage of this act,

Mr, KiN(;. Mr. President, reserving the right to object, I
should like to have an explanation of the bill and I should like
to have the report read, too.

AMr. BROOKHART, Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa is

recognized.

Mr. BROOKHART.
be read?

Mr. KING. Yes; I should like the report read.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will he read.

The reading clerk proceeded to read the report (No. 1033)
submitted by Mr. BrookHART on Januury 23, 1923, as follows:

Report to accompany 8, 2508,

The Committer on Military Affairs, to which was referred the bill
(8. 2598) for the relief of Franklin Gum, having considered the same,
report favorably thereon with the recommendation that the bill do pass
without amendment,

The report from the War Department on this measure is appruded
hereto and made a part of this report, as follows:

CASE OF FRANKLIN GUAM, PRIVATE. COMPANY A, FORTY-EIGHTH WISCONSIN
INFANTRY, CIVIL WAR.

The records show that Franklin Gum was enrolled February 16, 1865,
at Omro, Wis.,, and was mustered into service February 15, 1565, at
Milwaukee, Wis., a8 a private of Company A, Forty-eighth Wisconsin
Iofantry, to serve one year, and deserted therefrom April 1,"1865, at
Camp Washburn, Milwankee, Wis, He never thereafter returned to his
command, which remained in service until December 30, 1563, or re-
ported his whereabouts or the cause of his absence to the military
authorities, No medlcal record in the case of this solider has been
found. :

It appears that prior to this soldier's service in the Army as above
stated he served an enlistment in the United States Navy, and lm ap-
plying to this department In 1805 for removal of the charge of deser-
tion and for an homorable discharge he stated that he was prevented
from completing his term of enllstment in the Army becanse of chronie
diarrhea contracted while serving in the Navy.

The soldier again made application to this department for relief in
1904, and submitted an afidavit in which he stated that he served as a

rivate in Company A, Forty-eighth Wisconsin Infaniry, until April 1,
¥865, when without any intention of deserting he left the regiment
under the following circumstances: ** While we were stationed at Mil-
waukee | got a furlough to go home, and while at home was taken sick,
it being a recurrence of chronic diarrhea that I contracted during my
previous service in the Navy; and when my furlough expired I was not
able to return to my regiment, and for that reason I could not report
for duty.”

This soldier again testified, April 20, 1907, that he served faithful
until on or aboult the —— liaf of April, 1865 ; that he left the 4
ment on furlough and was unable to return on account of sickness—
chronie diarrhea. g

The application for removal of the charge of desertion and for an
honorable discharge in the case of this soldier has been denied and
now stands denied on the ground that he did not complete his term of
enlistment and that it bas not been satisfactorily established that he

I am not seeking to offend ngalnst that

Without objection, the bill as

Does the Senator desire the report to

was prevented from completing it by reason of disability Incurred.

in the line of duty in the Army, and because the case does not come
within any of the provisions of the act of Congress approved March 2,
1889 (25 Stat. L. 869), which is the only law in force governing the
subject of removal of charges of desertion.

Respectfully submitted, RoserT C. Davis,

Acting The Adjutunt General,
War DEPARTMENT,
The Adjutant General’s Office, June 7, 1922,
The SECRETARY OF WAR.

Three affidavits have been submitted to your committee regarding
this case. All three affidavits recite the facts in detall, and, as they
agree in all the details, is Is thought that only one need be inserted in

this report.
follows :

“IN RE FRANKLIN GUM, OMRO, WIS., LANDSMAN, U, S, 5. ‘GREAT WEST-
ERN,” AND PRIVATE, COMPAXY A, FORTY-EIGHTH WISCONSIN INFANTRY,
CIVIL WAR. /

“ Brare oF WiscoxsiN, Winnebago County, ss:

*A. A. Wiles, being first duly sworn, on oath deposes and says that
he is now and ever since the year 1864 has continuously been a resident
of the village of Omro, Winnebago County, Wis. ; that ever sinece the
year 1864 he has known the above-named Franklin Gum ; that be knew
of him as a soldier in the Civil War and of his service in the United
Btates Navy; that sinee he eame home from the War of the Rebellion
he has known him to be In poor health, particularly immediately after
his return from the Army ; that during all of his years of acquaintanco
with the said Franklin Gum he has known him to be a good, law-
abiding citizen, a person without financial means, and because of his
advanced age at the present time and his condition of poverty and T
health he is unable to earn or provide himself with a livelihood : mt
the said Franklin Gom was a mere youth at the time he entered the
service of the United States Government in the Civil War; that he was
when a youth and ivoung man and always has been a person of sub-
nornll‘fll intﬂ{e?&r?: ham!e!ta.; at.n% law-a:;:kl[ug& e

“ Deponen er says tha e verlly an cerely believes and
feels tggt because of the honorable service of the said yFrank‘itn Gum
in the Civil War and his honorable discharge from the United States
Navy at the close of the period of his enlistment and his subsequent
reenlistment in the. Army that he should be reinstated to the pension
1-1;1111 enJ the United States Government, from which he was stricken

£95.

“ And deponent further says that he verlly believes that the failure
of the sald Franklin Gum to return to his command in the Army and
receive his discha therefrom after the surrender of General ﬂ-e in
1865 was duoe solely to the fact of the extreme youth of the said
Franklin Gum at that time, the condition of his health and mind, and
his failure to understand what was required of him, and not throngh
any desire on the part of the sald Franklin Gum to refract any of the
laws of the Uni States or to evade any duties required of him, and
that the said Franklin Gum then honestly believed that the war was
over and that his services were no longer required in the Army, and that
nothing further in reference to his enlistment in the Army was re-
quired of him.

“A. A. WiLss.

* Bubscribed and sworm to before me this Gth day of Oct
A. D. 1921, oheLs
“[SEAL.]

An afiidavit from A. A. Wiles is therefore inserted, as

“WiLsyr E. HURLRUT,
“ Notary Public, Wumm.

“My commission expires April 2, 1922." :

In view of the fact that Gum completed his enlistment period in the
Navy and was honorably discharged therefrom, and also that the affi-
davits submitted testify that Gum suffered from illness at the time of
his furlough and did not later belleve that it was necessarg for him
to return because the war was over, and also because of the mental
condition of Gum as sworn to by the persons making affidavits, your
committee recommends that the bill be passed.

My, KING. Mr. President, if I may interrupt the reading,
with a view to further investigating the matter I shall ob-
ject to the immediate consideration of the bill, because it ap-
pears that this man was a deserter,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.
The Secretary will state the next bill on the calendar,

ELI N. SONNENSTRAHL.

The bill (8. 1280) for the relief of Eli N, Sonnenstrahl
wits announced as next in order.

Mr. KING. Reserving the right to object, let the bill be
read.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill
the Information of the Senate.

The Reapixg Crerk. The amendment of the Committee on
Claims proposes to strike out all after the enacting clause,
and to insert: g

That the claim of Eli N. Sonnensirahl, of Brooklyn, N, .Y.
for such further sum as he may be entitled to recover, as added to
the amount he has already received, for certain beans commandeered
by the Navy Department, at SBan Francisco, Calif, on or about
February, 1918, may be sued for and submitted to the United Btates
District Court in and for the KEastern IMetrict of New York, and
said court shall have jurisdiction to hear and determine such suit
and fo enter a judgment or decree for such amount and costs, if any,
a8 shall be found to be due against the United States in favor of snid
Sonnenstrahl upon the same principles and measures of liabllity as
In like cases under section 10 of the Lever Act, and with the same
rights of appeal: Provided, That sult shall be brought and com-
menced within four months from the date of the passage of this act.

Mr, KING. Let the report be read, please.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read for
the information of the Senate,

Mr. CALDER. Mr. President, If the Senator will permit
me, 1 think the letter in the last part of the report, signed
by the Assistant Secretary of the Navy, covers the ground.

Mr. KING. I shall be glad to have an explanation from
the Senator from New York as to this bill.

Mr. CALDER. Mr. President, the beans that are referred
to in this bill were owned by one Eli N. Sonnenstrahl. He
offered to sell them to the Government at cost, The Govern-
ment refused to take them; but in 1918, without notice, the
Government commandeered these beans, and paid him some
$22000 for them. He claims that they were worth $26,000,
At any rate, the Government refused to pay him more than

will be read for
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they tendered him. Subsequently, however, in negotiations
with the Navy Department, they offered to give him an addi-
tional sum of $472.66. He believed he was entitled to some-
thing like $2,851. He asks the right to sue for that amount.

Mr. KING. It is a question of ascertaining the value of
property which the Government commandeered?

Mr. CALDER. It is

Alr. KING. The Government feels that the claimant is en-
titled to $400 more?

Ar. CALDER. Yes; and he thinks he is entitled to $2,815.28.

Mr. KING. And he wants the right to sue the Government?

Mr. CALDER. That is all he asks.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the con-
gideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com-
mittee of the Whole.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to
the amendment reported by the committee,

The amendment was agreed to.

“The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment was concurred in. 3

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

CALL OF THE ROLL.
Mr. DIAL. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a quorum.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the

roll.
The reading clerk called the roll, and the following Senators

answered to their names:

nrst Gerry McKinley Emoot

ﬁ:‘ﬁ Glass MclLean Spencer
Bayard Goodin MeNary Stanley

rah Harrel Moses Sterilu}g
Brookhart Harrls Nelson Sutheriand
Calder Harrison New Swanson
Cameron Hedflin Norris Townsend
Capper Hitcheock Oddie Trammell
Caraway Jones, Wash. Overman Underwood
Colt Keyes en Wadsworth
Couzens King Pa Walsh, Mass.
Culberson Ladd Phipps Waleh, Mont.
Curtls - La Follette FPomerene Warren
Dial . Ransdell Weller
Dillingham MeCormick Robinson Williams
Frelinghuysen  McCumber Sheppard Willis
George McKellar Sho ge

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sixty-seven Senators having
answered to their names, a quorum is present. The Secretary
will report the next bill on the calendar.

HARRY E. FISKE.

The bill (8. 4191) for the relief of Harry E. Figke, was

announced as next in order and was read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Becretary of the Treasary be, and he
is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $3,680.35 to Ha
. Fiske, on account of injuries received at the Watertown Arsena
lt}hrf!;]fﬁlf no fault of his own, while testing a gun carriage on January

Mr. DIAL. I notice from the report in this case that the
beneflelary has received compensation, and this is a bill to
give him additional compensation. I wonder if Congress wants
to follow that policy. It occurs to me that it would be unwise.

Mr. LODGE. This is the case of a man who was blinded
for life by an accident at the Watertown Arsenal. The pas-
sage of the bill is recommended by the War Department. The
man did not have the benefit then of the workmen’s compensa-
tion aet, and this i8 a bill to settle his claim. It has been ap-
proved by the department. It is a case where the claimant de-
serves this additional $5,000, which, without this bill, he would
-not receive.

I ask that there he substituted for the bill just read House
bill 10529, a bill on the calendar, passed by the House, for
the relief of the claimant and reported favorably by the Com-
mittee on Claims.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to comsider the bill (H. R. 10528) for the
relief of Harry E. Fiske, which was read as follows:

Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he
ijs hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise a ated, the sum of&S.ﬁBﬂ.Sa‘i to Harr,
E. Fiske on account of es received at the Watertown Arsenal,

throufé; no fault of his own, while testing a gun carriage on January
8, 19186,

The motion was agreed to.
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.
Mr. LODGE. I move that Senate bill 4191 be indefinitely
ned.
The motion was agreed to.

PAYMERT OF CLAIMS FOR DAMAGES.

The bill (8. 4313) for the payment of claims for damages to
and loss of private property incident to the training, practice,
operation, or maintenance of the Army, was considered as in
Committee of the Whole, and was read as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas-
ury not otherwise appropriated, to claimants mamed in this act the
several sums appropriated herein, for the payment of claims for dam-
ages to and loss of private }:mperty incident to the training, practice,
operation, or maintenance of the Army, namely :

To Mary Bauman, Lancaster, Ca $1,048.75; to R. W. Eubanks
Atlanta, Ga., $842.28: to William R. Midgley, Oceanport, N. J., $5385 ;
to Standard Shipbuilding Corporation, New York City 58,921_5;- to
Lord Dry Dock o&wmnon, Weehawken, N. J., §1,084.55; to Fred E.
Jones, New York City, $13,437.64; to Stephenson & Bills, Lakewood,
N. 1., $2,211.90; to B. F. Jones estate, Plttsburgh, Pa., §593.IJH: to
W. 8. Lloyds (Inc.), New York City, $890.33; to Firemen's Fund In-
gurance Co., New York City, $890.38; to St. Paul Fire & Marine Insur-
ance Co., New York City, $890.33; to Mrs. W. D. Holman (estate of
Moses Samuels), Lakewood, N. J., $13,368.18; to Dominion of Canada,
Ottawa, Canada, $1,200; to James R. Sutton, Kempton, 11l., $850; to
Arabella D. Huntington, New York City, $524.27; to Porto Rico Coal
Co., San Juan, P. R., $1,000; to the New York State Fair Commisgion,
Syracuse, N. Y., slﬁ.098.25: to Riverside Contracting Co., Brooklyn,
N. Y., $8,803.01; to Charles Jensen, Omaha, Nebr., $1,038.50; to Cor-
nell Steamboat Co., New York City, §1,235; to Southern Transportation
Co., Philadelphia, 1”:., $651; to Joe A. Ottman, Mercedes, Tex., $512.20;
to Silver Lake Park Co., Atlanta, Ga., $18,000.

Mr. WARREN. Mr, President, this is a matter which was
sent to us by the Budget a year ago, and also this year. All of
these are claims which have been audited, but under a clause
included in an appropriation last year all claims amounting to
more than $5,000 were made subject to subsequent legislation.
Hence this list of claims was sent to the Committee on Claims
and acted on favorably by that committee. We have passed this
same list of claims twice in appropriation bills, but they have
gone out in conference. All of them are adjudicated claims, and
among them is one for a sum due the Dominion of Canada.
All the elaimants should have their money ; they have been wait-
ing a long time,

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Reserving the right te object, 1
ghould like to ask the Senator fromm Wyoming if this is not
supposed to be clean-up of all the claims for damages caused in
the various cantonments during the war? There are two claims
covered by House bills for damages to cranberry bogs in my
State. The damage was caused by firing from Camp Dix, and
I ask why those claims are not included. They have been
passed upon and approved by the War Department, and this is
supposed to be an omnibus bill earrying all those claims. Will
not the Senator allow those to be added to this bill as amend-
ments? :

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wyoming
having already spoken once on the bill, if he speaks again it
will have to be in the time of the Senator from New Jersey.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 1 yield for that purpose.

Mr. WARREN. The claims spoken of by the Senator from
New Jersey do not seem to have reached the same point the
others have reached, although from letters in his possession,
which I have seen, it would seem as if they had been adjudi-
cated up to a certain point and would probably go through at
some other time. I personally believe the claims are good, but
I have not as much information regarding them as I have with
respect to the others.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I move that the bill be amended
by adding a new paragraph at the end of the bill, as follows:

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized
and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise
agp‘ro ted, to Lee C. Davis, of rlfhtatawn. N. J., the sum of
£1,807.61, for damages by fire on June 11, 1921, to certain cranberry
bogs adjacent to the rifie range at Camp Dix, N. J.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I now move that the bill be fur-
ther amended by adding, after the amendment just agreed to,
the following :

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he i1s hereby, authorized
and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise
appropriated, to Thomas N. Emley, of Cookstown, N. J., the sum of
Sg. .08, for damages by fire on June 11, 1921, to certain cranberry
bogs adjacent to the rifle range at Camp Dix, N. J.

Mr. WARREN. 1 suggest to the Senator that if he wishes
to have the first amendment go through, he had hetter with-
hold the one just suggested. The latter amendment has not
reached the same point in consideration.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 1 withdraw the amendment just
offered.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, In my time I would like to have
the Senator from Wyoming explain the liability of the Govern-
ment. I am not sure as to the basis of these claims against

the Government. F

'y
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Mr. WARREN. The claims are all right. The laws provided
for the settlement of them and similar claims under the Lever
Act and the other acts. They are being settled, and have very
largely been settled, but when it came down to the last ones,
where there were different points which required investigation,
they were very carefully investigated, but a clause in an appro-
priation bill really repealed all legislation theretofore passed
for any claim amounting to over $5,000. These amounts were
grouped together, and consequently they amounted to some
eighty or ninety odd thousand dollars, and they have been
eliminated from the usual payments and sent to Congress by
the Budget Bureau. They have been twice put in appropria-
tion bills, because they are as much due as any other obligation
of the Government.

Mr, KING. I understand these are valid claims against the
Government. Are they under contracts or for torts?

Mr. WARREN. They are in payment of damages caused at
various places by the Army, in camp, training, and so forth.

Mr. KING. And each one has been investigated?

Mr. WARREN. Each has been investigated.

Mr. KING. The Budget has approved them?

Mr. WARREN. Yes; there is a list of some 25 of them.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment was concurred in.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

Y HOWARD R. GURNEY.

The bill (8. 4333) for the relief of Howard R. Gurney was
announced as next in order.
Mr, DIAL. Let that go over.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.
E. J. REYNOLDS.

The bill (8. 4345) for the relief of E. J. Reynolds was an-
nounced as next in order.

Mr. SMOOT. Let that go over.

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President, will not the Senator from Utah
withhold his objection a moment? I want to call his attention
to the favorable report from the department, and also, if I
may, bring his attention more particularly to the facts of the
case. The department recommends the passage of the bill

Mr, SMOOT. I do not know whether the Secretary of the
Treasury recommends it or not. In a letter from Secretary
Mellon, appearing on page 3 of the report, he states:

A protest was filed b{‘ Mr. Reynolds a, the lignidation under the
provisions of paragraph N, section 8 of the tariff act of 1919, which
protest was forward to the department by the collector under date
of July 9, 1920, The claim was made that the entry should be lgui-
dated under the provisions of paragraph Y.

Mr., WILLIS. If the Senator will read the later letter, under
date of May 9, 1922, a year after that, which he will find on
page 2 of the report, he will see that the department are in
favor of the passage of the bill. The Senator is reading an old
letter, under date of May 12, 1921, A year later, after they had
the facts before them, they favored the passage of the bill.

Mr. SMOOT. I ask that the bill go over temporarily, and I
will read the whole report.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over.

W. ERNEST JARVIS,

The bill (S. 4366) for the relief of W. Ernest Jarvis was an-
nounced as next in order.

Mr. KING. Reserving the right to object, let the bill be read.

The reading clerk read the bill.

Mr. KING. I will be glad to have an explanation from the
Senator from Delaware as to the liability of the Distriet and
the Government of the United States in this case.

Mr. BALL. Mr. President, this is a case where there was a
girl, an inmate of the National Training School for Girls, who
was paroled in the custody of Mr. Smith, and while in his cus-
tody was taken sick and died.

Mr. Smith was ordered by the institution to take care of the
funeral expenses, thinking there was no doubt that the appro-
priation for the National Training School for Girls would cover
such expenses, but the Comptroller General decided that the
appropriation act was so ordered that only expenses incurred
while actually an inmate of the National Training School could
be taken care of. Therefore there is no way for the undertaker
to be paid except through some measure of this kind. '

Mr, KING. May I inquire of the Senator if the young girl
had died while an inmate of the home who would have made
payment?

Mr. BALL. There could not be any question about it then,
and there has not been any question in the past.

Mr. KING. Did the young girl have any parents or guar-
dians who were able to pay the expense?

Mr. BALL. I know nothing about the condition of the girl
She had been an inmate at some time and had been paroled
to Mr. Smith, and It was supposed, of course, that the same law
controlled the payment of such expenses while the girl was
under parole as if she had actually been in the institution.

Mr. KING. I have no objection to the present consideration
of the bill.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete.,
autborlzed and dﬂlracoteth?%a?ios\?fsf %’E&t"‘.fa?fft‘fﬂ%ﬁ tf? sh;';.eﬁ%v
60 per cent thereof to be paid out of the revenues of the District of
Columbia and 40 per cent out of any money in the Treasury not other-
wise appropriated, such sum being the claim, of sald W. Ernest Jarvis
Bcov;;i atgn;l:rlt:;gelrt’es oﬁﬁf?} a%mn'% hﬁiiﬂ Sexpenses of Willie L,
Diys trt'c et a raining School for Girls, in the

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third
time, and passed.

RELIEF OF OWNER OF OLD DOMINION PIER A.

The bill (H. R. 369) for the relief of the owner of Old Do-
minion Pier A was announced as next in order.

The reading clerk read the bill

My, SMOOT. Mr. President, I notice In the report that the
department said:

The records of the depar ;
struck and damaged ?h: O%c?uﬁto::?lﬁ:nthlﬁgrw: oUﬁ %r sébg:ctﬂlggéu?
T avan DL e b Sant e Mt 5 tur aciigman
was forced against the Bﬁer by a heavy and sgadgn squu. S8

Mr. SWANSON. If the Senator will read further he will see
that the Secretary of the Navy said, too, that they did not
have steam up as required by the rules and regulations. If
they had had steam up, the waves and storm would not have
driven it against the pier. He said there was no negligence on
the part of the officers, but they did not have the vessel under
steam and could not manage it.

Mr. SMOOT. Further on it is stated:

It is believed that. there is a serious question as to whether or not
the accident may not be considered as inevitable, for which no re-
sponsibility can be attached to the West Corum,

Mr. SWANSON. If the Senator will read further, he will
see that the department recommends that the bill be passed,
that there is an issue as to whether the failure of the officers
to have steam up was not the cause of the accident when the
storm and wind came up, so that the vessel became helpless
and was driven against the pier. If they had had steam up
there would not have been any trouble. The rules require
that steam shall be kept up, and it is a question to be determined
by the court as to whether it ought to be or not. There has
never been any failure in cases of this kind, so far as I know,
to refer them to the Court of Claims.

Mr. SMOOT. The report also states:

The United States steamship West Corum was not assisted In
getting away from the pler subsequent to the collislon, but hove
up anchor and proceeded to a safe anchorage under her own power.

Mr. SWANSON. The Secretary recommends the passage of
the bill because that is an issue for the court to determine.

Mr. SMOOT. I do not want the Government of the United
States to go to any further expense if we are not responsible
for the accident, and I can not see anything here which shows
that the Government is responsible.

Mr. SWANSON. How are we going to defermine it except
by reference to the Court of Claims? The Secretary recom-
mends the passage of the bill. The House passed it. The
vessel had no right to have steam down and be absolutely help-
less, because if a storm arose the waves might cause just such
an acecident. The officers did all they could, but the vessel
was not in condition to prevent the accident,

Mr. SMOOT.. I can not see anything in the report to justify
the passage of the bill

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time of the Senator from
Utah has expired.

Mr. SWANSON. Here is what the Secretary of the Navy
said:

However, it is belleved that the claimant is entitled to have the
case passed upon by a court of claims, and it is respectfully recom-
mended that bill H. R. 369 receive favorable consideration and action.

That is the only way the question can be determined as to
whether or not the vessel was at fault for not having steam up.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand
the Senator from Utah to object?

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.
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NOLAN P. BENNER.

The bill (H. R. 3836) for the relief of Nolan P, Benner was

announced as next in order.
Mr. DIAL. Let the bill go over.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.
HENRY PETERS.

The bill (H. B. 75683) for the relief of Henry Peters was
announced as next in order, and was read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete.,, That the claim of Hen[:f. Peters, a citizen of the
city V in the State of Louisiana, against the United
States for damages alleged to have been caused to the derrick boat
Pelican, property of the said Hemz Peters, while in tow of the United
States Navy tug Bermett on July 2, 1918, may be sued for by the sald
Henry Peters in the District Court of the United States for the Eastern
Distriet of Louisiana, sitting as a court of admimhﬁ and acting under
the rules governing such court, and. said court s bave jurisdiction
to hear and determine such suit and to enter a jud t or decree for
the amount of such damages and costs, if any, as shall be found to be
due against the United Sﬁmes in favor of the said Henry Peters, or
against the said H eters in favor of the United States, upon
tﬁ: same principles and measures of liability as In like cases in ad-
miralty between private parties and with the same right of appeal:
Provided, That such notice of the suit shall be given to the Attorne
B af the United States as may be provided by order of the said
court, and it shall be the duty of the Attorney I to cause the
TUnited States attorney in such district to appear and defend for the
United States: Provi further, That said suit shall be b ht and
commepced within four months of the date of the passage of this aet,

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, this is a bill identical with
the bill (H. R. 369) which just went over on the objection of
the Senator from Utah. I object to the consideration of the
bill. I do not think when two bills of the same charaeter are
presented to the Senate one should go over on objection and the
otlter be passed. It is the same question as to whether or not a
vessel that lets its steam go down and can not operate under
its own power is responsible for an aceident that may ensue,

Mi, KING. I object to the censideration of the bill for the
present. I want to have a chance to look into it.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

OVERTIME SERVICES OF POST-OFFICE EMPLOYEES. .

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. President, I did not remember that
the Senate would meet at 11 o'clock this morning and that we
would take up the Calendar, and hence was not here until
just a few moments ago. I understand that Calendar Nos. 906
and 997 were passed over on objection. I concede that Calendar
No. 996 might lead to some discussion, although I would
like very much to see it passed. I de not want to urge its con-
gideration at this time, but I have talked with the Senator
who objected to the consideration of Calendar Ne. 997, the bill
(8. 4248) to fix the compensation of employees in post offices
for overtime services performed in excess of eight hours daily,
and, as I understand it, he withdraws his objection. I think

“no one can object to the passage of the bill when he understands
the real situnation.

Under the reclassification law of a year or two ago an
attempt was made to grant extra pay for overtime services in
the departments. The committee were against it but did pro-
vide that the employees in the Railway Pestal Service should
have pay at the regular rate for overtime. For some reason or
other a mistake was made, so that now the regular clerks in
the employ of the Government in first and second class offices
get less pay for overtime than they get for regular work. The
latter is estimated om the basis of a certain number of hours
for the vear and the overtime for a greater number of hours
by the year.

What we have attempted to do, under the advice of the
department and by the unanimous recommendation of the
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, was to provide that
the regular clerks in the employ of the Government should
receive the same pay for overtime that they receive for regular
time. There can be nothing of an injustice in the recognizing
of their basis of pay for the payment of overtime. The bill
simply provides for that and, as I said, has the recommendation
of the Postmaster General. I ask unanimouns consent that we
may return to Calendar No. 997, Senate bill 4248, and act
upon it now.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Michigan
asks mmanimous consent, the objection having been withdrawn,
that the Senate consider Senate bill 4248, Is there objection?

There being no objection, the Senate as in the Committee of
the Whole proceeded to consider the bill, which was read, as
follows :

Be it enacted, eie., That heremfter clerks and other employees in
post offices, entitled hy law to eomgnmuon for service performed in
excess of eight hours daily, shall pald for such overtime service
on the basis of annual pay recelved by sueh employee: Provided, That
in computing such overtime the annuosl salary or compensation of such
emploﬁe ghall be divided Into 12 equal installments, ome of which
shall the pay for each calendar month which, in tarn, shall ;.3
divided by the mumber of days in the month less all Sundays a

legal holidays enumerated in the act of July 28, 1916, occurring in
the month; the quotient thus obtained will be the daily compensation
which, divided by elght, will give the hourly compensation for over-
time service. .Lﬂ laws or parts of laws in conflict herewith are
hereby repealed.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, may I inguire of the Senator
from Michigan to what extent the department employs its
clerks in overtime work, and what is the relative cost?

Mr. TOWNSEND. During the year before last and last
year about $2,000,000 was paid for overtime services, The
amount so paid was reduced materially during the last year
and the Postmaster General reports that he expects to reduce
overtime services by one-half during the coming year.

Mr. KING. May I inquire whether the bill will extend to
Jjanitors and custodians of post-office buildings?

Mr. TOWNSEND. It would extend to all employees whose
salaries are limited by the eight-hour provision covered under
the reclassification act of 1920 or 1921. It is simply to make
clear what was evidently the intent of the Congress, not to
make an exception of railway postal clerks, not to reduce the
pay for overtime from what they had asked, they having asked
for time and a half and we having granted them the same pay
that they received for regular services, That is what the bill
attempts to do.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

FRANK YVUMBACA. :

The bill (8. 1103) for the relief of Frank Vumbaca was con-
sidered as in Committee of the Whole, and was read as follows:

‘irBs ;é :macicd, estc..tThat the Seiret:.{: ‘f‘f’e the Treasury is hereby
ect o pay, out of any money in the asury not otherwise ap-
{:ropdated, to Frank Vnni;m, of Portland, M s '8,

reimburse him for dam to his house aﬁ" &fﬁnm% :5‘1841
0 SE y 0.
caun:afelfy con o o

Avenue, Portland, Me., cussion from blasts.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

EDWARD N. M'CARTY,

The bill (8. 3071) to extend the benefits of the employers’
liability act of September 7, 1916, to Edward N. MecCarty was
announced as next in order.

Mr. KING. Let that bill go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr, President, I hope the Senator from
Utah will withdraw his objection to the consideration of the
bill in order that I may make a short explanation relative to it.

Mr. KING. I withdraw my objeetion pending an explanation
of the bill by the Senator from Illinois,

Mr. McKINLEY. I know the man who is the proposed bene-
ficiary of the bill. I kmew him at the time the injury referred
to in the bill occurred. He was a clerk in the post office at
Mattoon, I11,, and the injury was occusioned by the fault of the
Government and not in any way to any fault of his. It was the
result of tinsel on post cards getting into his eye. Congress
subsequently passed a law preventing such cards being trans-
mitted through the mails. The bill provides that he shall re-
ceive the compensation which is now allowed under the law for
such injuries. I hope that the bill may be passed.

Mr. KING. What was the extent of the injury—was it per-
manent?

Mr. McKINLEY. As the result of the injury he became
totally blind.

Mr. KING. And his blindness resulted solely from the acci-
dent?

Mr. McKINLEY. Yes.

Mr, KING. I withdraw my objection to the bill.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which was read, as
follows :

Be it enacted, ete., That the United States Emp‘i:‘)iym' Compensation
Commission shall be, and it is hereby, authorized and directed to extend
to Edward N. McCarty, a former e;:g!gyee in the post pffice in Mattoon,
111, the provision of an act entit An act to provide compensation
for employees of the United States suffering injuries while in the

formance of their duties, and for other purposes,” approved Septem-

r 7, 1916, compensation hereunder to commence from and after the
passage of this act.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to be engrossed for a.third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

SAMUEL H. BUTLER.

The bill (8. 4085) for the relief of Samuel H. Butler was an-
nounced as next in order.
The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he
is hereby, nuthorized and direeted to pay, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 170.40 to Samuel 0, Butler,
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late United States commissioner at Ardmore; Okla,, as a refund of
money earned by him for services rendered as ex officio justice of the
peace, which he was regunired by the Attorney General to depesit in
the United Btates Treasury contrary to existing law at that time, and
the amount necessary to carry out the purposes of this act is hereby
appropriated.

Mr. KING. Reserving the right to object, I should like an
explanation of the bill. It seems to me it provides for double
compensation.

Mr. HARRELD. Mr. President, Samuel H. Butler, the
claimant under this bill, was ex officio a commissioner in the
Territory of Oklahoma before the Territory attained statehood.
Under the law particularly applicable to that Territory as such
he was also authorized to act ex officio as justice of the peace
and notary public. There were several such officers: who col-
lected certain fees pertaining to their offices as justices of the
peace and as notaries public. After Oklahoma was admitted to
stateliood the Department of Justiee called on those officers to
pay into the Treasury the fees which they had received. One
of those officers, as I knew, refused to do so, but Mr. Butler
complied with the request of the department. The court after-
wards decided in an action whieh was brought by the Gov-
ernment against the officer who did not pay his fees into the
Treasury that he was entitled to retain those fees; but Mr.
Butler in the meantime had paid his fees into the Treasury.
This bill is simply for the purpose, in accordance with that de-
cision of the court, of reimbursing him for the fees thus paid
by him.

Mr. KING. I desire to inquire of the Senator from Okla-
homa if this is the case to which the Senator from Arkansas
objected the other day, upon the ground that the claimant was
seeking compensation for work done in two eapacities, although
the law forbade him exercising jurisdiction in both capacities?

Mr. HARRELD, He was specifically allowed to exercise
these two functions, and the courts have since held that the
man who did not pay in his fees in compliance with the order
of the Department of Justice was justified in refusing to do so.
I do not think the question has ever been up before in the Sen-
ate; because the bill: has: only been on the calendar for a few
days.

Mr. KING. When did the claim accrue?

Mr. HARRELD. It accrued before Oklahoma was admitted
to statehood, in 1005 or 1906. The bill, however, has been
pending in the House of Representatives several times. sinee
that date.

" Mr. KING. I shall not objeet to the consideration of the
bill, but it seems to me its passage will afford a very bad
precedent.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to
consider the bill.

The bill was reperted to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third
time, and passed.

E 6. CREWS.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next bill on the calendar,
being the bill (8. 4218) for the relief of E. G. Crews, having
been adversely reported from the Committee on Claims, with-
out objection the adverse report will be agreed to, and, without
objection, the bill will be stricken from the calendar. The
Chair hears no objection.

ELIZABETH M'KELLER.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole; proceeded to con-
gider the bill (S, 4254) for the relief of Elizabeth MeKeller,
which had been reported from the Committee on Claims with
an amendment, in line 6, after the words “sum of,” to strike
out *$10,000" and to insert “ $2,500,” so as to make the bill
read:

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he
is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to Ellzabeth MeKeller the sum of
$2.500, payment in- full a8 co gation for injuries sustained while
traveling within the Navajo Indian Reservation, State of New Mexico,
Beptember 7, 1921.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. KING. Let the report on this bill be read, unless there
shall be some explanation of the bill

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read.

Mr. NEW. Mr. President, I think T can explain the bill in
very much less time than the report can be read.

Mr. KING. I shall be very glad to hear the explanation of
the bill by the Seator from Indiana.

Mr. NEW. Mr. President, the lady who is the claimant in
this case was traveling with her husband along a Government-
built and Government-owned road between Gallup and Tohatchi,
in New Mexico, There was a bridge across an arroyo which
had been washed out at that point. No sign was erected there

to indicate that the bridge was missing. In: the darkness: this
‘lady, with her husband, drove over the embankment and into
. the arroyo. The automobile was, of course, wrecked, and the
{lady was very badly and permanently injured. The claim has
' resulted by reason of those injuries, The bill has been ex-
- amined by the Department of the Interior and has been ap-
proved by that department. After a very careful examination
of all the papers and evidence in the case I theought that she
was entitled not to the full amount for which she made claim,
but to $2,5 I reported the bill favorably because I thought
her claim was entitled to favorable consideration for that
amount,

Mr, KING. I desire to inquire of the Senator whether any
appreciable time had elapsed after the bridge was earried away
by the flood and the time when the accident occurred?

Mr. NEW. No.

Mr. KING. Then, was there any negligence on the part of
the Government?

Mr. NEW. Yes.

Mr. KING. Because it would be an act of God, perhaps.

Mr. NEW. No; it was not. The rangers had notified the
authorities that the bridge was missing, but no sign had been
erected by the agents, and Mr. and Mrs. McKeller had no means
in the darkness of perceiving that the bridge had been washed
away. :

Mr. KING. What discipline or what punishment did the De-
partment of the Interior inflict upon this negligent agent of the
Government ?

Mr. NEW. Oh, Mr. President, I do not know.

Mr. KING. One further inquiry: Is the sum of money to be
paid under this bill, if it shall be passed, to be charged against
the funds of the Indians or is it to be paid out of the Treasury?

Mr, NEW. It is to be paid out of the Treasury.

Mr. KING. Was this road one which was built: for the
benefit-of the Indians or was it a military road of the Govern-
ment?

Mr. NEW. It was part of the park system and not for the
Indians. The damages would not be properly charged to their
funds at all.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment was concurred in.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

i BILL INDEFINITELY POSTPONED,

The: PRESIDING OFFICER. The next bill on the calendar
being the bill (8. 3854) for the relief of Liberty loan sub-
seribers of the National Bank of Cleburne, Tex., has been ad-
versely reported from the Committee on Claims. Witheut ob-
jection, the adverse report. will be agreed to, and the bill: be
stricken from the calendar

ANTTI MERIHELMI.

The bill (8 1517) for the relief of Antti Merihelmi was an-
nounced as next in order.

Mr. DIAL. Mr. President, that bill ought not to be allowed
to pass. I have no objection to its coming to a vote, but L
think the bill should be defeated. The report of the board of
Army officers who investigated this matter says:

(a) That any and all claims against the United States arising out of
the foregoing circumstances be not allowed.

That is the statement of the Government officials who inves-
tigated the claim.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand the
Senator from South Carolina to object to the consideration of
the bill?

Mr. CALDER. Mr. President, will the Senator permit me to
make a krief explanation?

Mr. DIAL. Certainly.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from South
Carolina yleld to the Senator from New York?

Mr. DIAL. Yes, sir.

Mr. CALDER. Mr. President, this bill as originally intro-
duced proposed to pay to the beneficiary $5.000. The com-
mittee struck out ** $5,000" and inserted * $500." There is no
doubt that the claimant in the case was run over by an Army
truck. The officers appointed by the Secretary of War to in-
vestigate the accident say he was run over, but they add that,
in their judgment, he contributed to some extent to the acci-
dent himself. However, in their report they say:

That the driver of the Government truck did not have his truck
under the proper confrol necessitated by the crowded condition of
the traffic, and to this extent contributed to this accident and to this
extent is responsible.

There is no doubt about this man being laid up in the hos-

pital; there is no doubt that he was run over by an Army truck
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and injured, and the committee believed that for the loss of his
time he should be compensated. 2

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. CALDER. Yes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Caro-
lina has the floor and has yielded to the Senator from New
York. Does the Senator from South Carolina yield now to the
Senator from Utah?

Mr. DIAL. When the Senator from New York concludes I
will yield to the Senator from Utah for a question.

Mr. KING. Then, I had better take the floor in my own
time,

Mr. CALDER. 8o I say., Mr. President, that while the con-
clusions of the board appointed by the Secretary of War to
investigate this case is against allowing this claim, it is quite
clear from their own statement that the driver of the truck
was in part to blame. Under the amendment reported to the
bill, it is proposed to allow the claimant but $500. He was con-
fined to the hospital and lost his pay, and it seems to me the
amount awarded is quite small compared to the loss which he
actually suffered.

Mr. DIAL. Mr. President, it is not a question about the
man; the question is, Is any amount due when the Government
is not responsible? The board of Army officers further found:

(d) That Antti Merihelmi crossed the street without paying proper
heed to the traffie, and so contributed to his own injury.

(e) That the board is of the opinion that Anttl Merihelmi is not
suffering from any permanent disability whatsoever.

No bones were broken ; the claimant paid no attention to the
traffic: the truck was only running 2 or 3 miles an hour; and
the man who was injured himself got in the way of it and
brought about his own injury, and therefore is not entitled to
recover.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time of the Senator from
South Carolina has expired. Js there objection to the present
consideration of the bill?

Mr. KING. I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the bill
will be passed over. The Secretary will state the next bill on
the calendar.

ARTHUR FROST.

The bill (8. 661) for the relief of Arthur Frost was an-
nounced as next in order, and the bill was read.

Mr. KING. Let the report be read, Mr. President.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read.

Mr. HARRELD. Mr. President, if the Senator from Utah
will allow me, I should like to make a brief statement concern-
ing the bill.

Mr. KING. I yield to the Senator.

Mr. HARRELID. Mr. President, I personally know the facts
in this case. I know right where the accident occurred in
Oklahoma City and I know when it occurred. T heard all about
it the next morning, for it occurred right across the street from
the hotel at which I was living at that time. One of the sol-
diers from Fort Sill during the war, while chasing a deserter
down an alley by what is known as the city jail in Oklahoma
City, fired his gun, He claimed he fired in the air to make the
deserter stop, but the bullet struck Arthur Frost, an innocent
bystander. The soldier was engaged in the performance of his
duty. I repeat I know all about the facts in this case. It is
a just claim, and the bill should certainly pass, in my opinion.

Mr. KING. That is, it is a just claim if the Government is
responsible for all the torts and wrongdoings of every soldier
and every employee of the Government,

Mr. HARRELD. The soldier was performing a duty for the
Government. I do not se¢ why the Government should not be
held to the same strict accountability that an individual is.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the con-
sideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which is as follows:

Be it enacted ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas-
ury not otherwise appropriated, to Arthur Frost the sum of $960 in

for damages suffered by reason of being negligently shot and
serjously injured by a regularly enlisted soldier of the United States
while in pursuit of a deserter and in the legal discharge of his duty
as a military pelicaman,

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed, T

ANNE €. SHYMER,

The bill (H. R. 6134) for relief of estate of Anne C. Shymer
was announced as next in order, and was read.

Mr. KING. Reserving the right to object to the bill, if there
is an explanation of it I would be very glad to hear it.

Mr. HARRELD. Mr. President, I was chairman of the sub-
committee of the Committee on Claims to which the bill was
referred. I told the claimant she would have to produce addi-
tional testimony as to the value of the jewelry. She complied
with that demand. The facts in the case are that the package
of jewelry was recovered from the Lusitania and passed into
the hands of our consul at London. That consul was directed
to send it to those who were entitled to receive it, but it dis-
appeared in transit. There is no proof showing that the consul
himself was guilty of any laches. Ile says he sent it by express
or by the usual method, but according to the proof the jewelry
was lost in the mails; at any rate it disappeared atter it was
delivered to the United States consul at lLondon. As chair-
man of the subcommittee T reeommended that the amount be
paid. The full committee indorsed that recommendation and
reported the bill.

Mr. KING. I think that the Government of the United States
under the circumstances is not liable. It is a matter that ought
to he further investigated, it occurs to me, particularly in view
of the fact that a commission is considering all these claims.
I object to the present consideration of the bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the bill
will be passed over.
- STEAMSHIP “ MOHICAN."

The bill (8. 4310) for the relief of the owners of the steam-
ship Mohican was announced as next in order.

Mr., SWANSON. Mr, President, the Senator from Utah [Mr,
Samoor] has objected to that class of cases. I have had several
of them, and I think they all ought to stand or fall together ; and
T ask that this bill go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passad over.

STEAM LIGHTEE “ COMPORT.”

The bill (8. 4311) for the relief of the owners of the steam
lighter Comport was announced as next in order.

Mr. SWANSON. That is the same kind of a bill, and I ask
that it go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, the only way in which
these people can have any relief at all is to give them a standing
in the Court of Claims.

Mr. SWANSON. I wish to say to the Senator that I have
advocated that. Five or six bills of that kind that T Introduced
have been passed over. They are bills that have passed the
House unanimously, and have been reported to the Senate; but
the Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoor] objects to that class of
bills. I am not going to let him let other bills of that character
pass and object to mine.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. All I want to say to the Senator is this:
In this particular class of cases a Government boat sometimes
collides with a boat of some individual, and, of course, it is not
a matter of contract. If it were a matter of contract, they could
appear in the Court of Claims anyhow ; but there is only one way
in which an innocent owner can be relieved in this class of cases,
and that is to give him a standing in the court where he can
present his case; that is all.

Mr. SWANSON. I agree with the Senator. I have had about
a dozen passed at this session, and I have about a dozen more
of this kind; but the Senator from Utah objects to that class
of cases being referred to the Court of Claims for adjudication.
If we are going to have that done with some of them, it ought to
be done with all of them,

Mr. UNDERWOOD, I think the Senator from Virginia would
accomplish more result by objecting to the bills of the Senatoy
from Utah; but I do not see how the Senator from Virginia
affects the Senator from Utah by objecting to this bill.

Mr. SWANSON. No; I am not objecting to the bills of the
Senator from Utah. I simply think all eases of this class ought
to be treated alike.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On the objection of the Senator
from Virginia, the bill will be passed over.

BLATTMANN & CO.

The bill (8. 3701) for the relief of Blattmann & Co,,
was announced as next in order.

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Foreign
Relations with an amendment, on page 1, line 3, after the words
“gum of,” to strike out “§145526" and insert * $124,383.86,”
so0 as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, ete., That the sum of $124,383.86 is hereby appropri-
ated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated,
for the purpose of compensating Blattmann & Co,, of Waeden-
swil, Switzerland, for losses sustained through the wrongful seizure
and sale of 1,057,100 pounds of devitalized gluten by the Alien Pro
erty Custodian of the United States, whigh belonged to the sald
Blattmann & Co.

Mr. NEW. Mr. President, I want to say just a word about
this bill. It is a claim against the Alien Property Custodian

e e S e R
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for compensation for property taken by him during the war.
1 believe the claim to be entirely just, but since this report
was made the committee which reported it bas been in-
formed that there is a letter of some kind which is in the hands
of the Alien Property Custodian which the committee did not
see and of which it did not hear at the time the bill was be-
ing considered. I, therefore, as one of the committee that re-
ported the bill, suggest that it be referred back to the com-
mittee, in order that we may see what substance there is in
the report that has eome to us.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana
moves that the bill be recommitted te the Committee on For-
eign Relations,

The motion was agreed to.

RELIEF OF OWNER OF OLD DOMINION PIER A.

My. SMOOT. Mr. President, referring back to House bill 369,
for the relief of the owner of Old Dominion Pier A, I have
read the report clear through. The only real objection that I
had to the bill was because it contained the words * and to enter
a judgment or decree for the amount of such damages and
costs.” In the past, until just lately, so I am informed, we
have always stricken out those words, “to enter a judgment
or decree for the ameunt of such damages.” The clerk at
the desk tells me that of late these bills have been passing
through with the words * to enter a judgment or decree” in
them. If that is the case, and if that is the policy of Congress,
1 hiave no ebjeetion to this bill or to the other bills of the same
kind.

Mr. SWANSON. Mr, President, I should like to say to the
Senator that I have a great many cases of this kind arising
in Norfolk and Newport News, growing out of collisions with
vessels of the Government. The faets are stated very briefly,
a summary of the evidence, and a judgment is entered giving
the facts as fhey have been agreed on, and then the amount
of damage sustained. This is the language used for all of
them. I think every bill on the calendar has the same language.

Mr., SMOOT. I have stood on the fleor of the Senate and
had not 1 but 20 or 30 or 40 bhills passed with those words
stricken out, but I am informed that of late the bills have
passed with that language in them; and in view of that fact,
I have no objection to the consideration of this bill,

The PRESIDING OFFICHR, The Senator from Utah asks
unanimous consent that the Senate recur to the consideration
of House bill 369. Is there objection?

Mr. ONDERWOOD. Mr, President, I think the Chair eught
to include in that request Senate bill 4310 and Senate bill 4311,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the
Senator from Alabama that he intends to do that.

Mr, WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, some misapprehen-
sion concerning the attitude of the Senate with respect to these
matters may be inferred from the remarks made by the Senator
from Utah. There are two distinet classes of these cases, One
class is such as this now under consideration, where, when the
facts are established, no one can doubt what the law applieable
to them shall be; In these collision cases, if it is found that the
Government vessel was negligent, there is nothing to do exeept
to pay the bill; that is all; and there is no reason why the
judgment of the Court of Claims should not be entered. There
is another class of cases, however, which we often refer to the
Court of Claims, in respect to which we de not admit a liability
even if the faets are against us, There it is unwise, as a matter
of law——

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mon-
tana yield to the Senator from Oregon?

Mr. McNARY. If there is going to be a controversy over
this matter I shall object to the request made by the Senator
from Utah. 3

, The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made.

Mr. WALSH of Montana, Mr. President, T want to con-
clude what I have to say.

We shall presently consider the case of a claim that is to be

referred to the Court of Claims for the purpose of finding the |

facts. The court is not authorized to enter any judgment, be-
cause we do not concede that there is a Hability against the
United States even if the facts are found against us or found
as the elaimant asks; but in all these cases of collision it seems
to me it would be foolish to refer the matter to the Court of
(Claims and then again trouble Congress with it when the court
finds that the Government boat is respensible for the injury.,

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator is wrong when he makes the state-
ment that that has not been the practice in the past.

Mr. WALSH of Mentana. Ob, I do not say that.

Mr, McNARY. T ask for the regular order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The regular order is de-
manded. The Secretary will state the next bill on the calendar.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, T ask unanimous con-
sent, if we ean do so without discussion—because I think these
are meritorious bills, and they were passed over under a mis-
apprehension—that the Senate may consider Orders of Busi-
nesg 1016, 1018, 1028, and 1029,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama
asks unanimous consent that the Senate recur to the considera-
tion of Orders of Business 1016, 1018, 1028, and 1029, Is there
objection? The Chair hears nene.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to
consider the bill (H. R. 369) for the relief of the owner of
Old Dominion Pier A.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ardered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

HENRY PETERS.

The bill (H. R. 7583) for the relief of Henry Peters was con-
sidered as in Committee of the Whole,

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to a third reading, read fhe third time, and passed.

STEAMSHTP * MOHICAN,”

The bill (8. 4310) for the relief of the owners of the steam-
ship Mohican wus considered as in Committee of the Whole and
was read, as follows: e

Be it emacted, efe,, That the claim of the Clyde Steamship Co., a
corporation organized under and by virtue of the laws of the State of
Maine, with its éprincipa! place of business in the city and State of New
York, owners of the steamship Vohican, for damages aliged to have
been caused by collision between said vessel and the United States tug
Bariow on the 31st day of July, 1919, while said steamship Mohican
was moored at Pier No. 2, Empire Stores, Brooklyn, N, Y., may be sued
for and submitted te the United States District Court in and for the South-
ern Distriet of New York, sitting as a court of admiralty and acting under
the rules in admiralty governing such court; and said court shall have
Jurigdietion to hear and determine such suit and to enter a judgment er
decree for the amount of such damages and costs, if any, as shall be
found to be due ngainat the United Btates in favor of the owners of the
eald steamship Mohican, or against the owners of the said steamship
Mohican in favor of the United Btates and n the same principles
and measures of linbility as in like cuses in admiralty between private
parties and with the same rights of appeal: Provided, That such notice
of the suit shall be given to the Attorney General of the United States
#s may be provided by order of the said court, and it shall be the duty of
the Attorney General to cause the United States attorney in such dis-
trict to appear and defend for the United SBtates: Provided further,
That said soit shall be brought and cemmenced within four mouths
of the date of the passage of this aet.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed. .

/BTEAM LIGHTER “* COMPORT.”

The hill (8. 4311) for the relief of the owners of the sieam
lighter Comport was considered as in Committee of the Whole
and read, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the claim of the New York & Cuba Mail
Steamship Co.. a corporation organized under and bg virtue of the laws
of the State of Maine, with its prineipal place of business in the city
and State of New York, owners of the steam hter Comport, for dam-
nfes alleged to have been caused by collision between said vessel and
the United States steam lighter President, now called the General Saiwp-
telle, on_the 1st day of March, 1919, near Piers Nos, 13 and 14, East
River, N, Y., may be sued for and submitted to the United States
District Court in and for the Southern District of New Yark, sitfing as
a court of admiralty and acting under the rules in alty governing
such court; and said court shall have jurisdiction to hear and deter-
mine such suit and to enter a judgment or decree for the amount of
snch damages and costs, if any, as shall be found to be due against the
Tnited States in favor of the owners of the said steam lifhter Comport,
or against the owners of the said steam lighter Comport in favor of the
United States, and upon the same principles and measures of liability
‘a8 in like eases in admiralty between private parties and with the same
rights of appeal : Provided, That such nofice of the suit shall be given
to the Attorney General of the United Btates as may be provided by
order of the said eourt, and it shall be the duty of the Aftorney Gen-
eral to cause the United Btates attorney in such district to appear and
defend for the United Btates: Provided further, That said suit shall be
brought and commenced within fcur months of the date of the passage
of this act.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

CORVERTION OF MYSTIC SHRINE.

The joint resolution (8. J. Res. 266) authorizing the use of
public parks, reservations, and other public spaces in the Dis-
trict of Columbia ; and the use of tents, cots, hospital appliances,
flags, and other decorations, property of the United States, by
the Almas Temple, Washington, D. C., 1923 Shrine Committee
(Inc.), and for other purposes, was considered as in Committee
of the Whole.

The joint resolution had been reported from the Committee
on the District of Columbia with an amendment, on page 4, line
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2, after the word “ spaces,” to insert “ under his control,” so as
to make the joint resolution read:

Resoived, ete., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to
grant permits to Almas Temple, Washington, D. C., 1923, Shrine Com-
mittee (Inc.), for the use of any parks, reservations, or other public
spaces in the District of Columbia, under his control, on the occasion
of the forty-ninth annual session of the Imperial Council, Ancient
Arabic Order Nobles of the Mystie Shrine, in the month of June, 1923 :
Provided, That in his opinion, soch use whl infliect no serious or perma-
nent injuries upon such parks, reservations, public spaces, or statu-
ary therein; and the Commissioners of the strict of Columbia ma
designate, for such and other pu on the occasion before named,
such streets, avenues, and sidewalks in the said District of Columbia,
under their control, as they may deem proper and necessary : Provided,
however, That all stands, arches, or platforms that may be erected on
the publie gpaces aforesaid, including such as may be erected in con-
nection with an“[splay of fireworks, shall be under the supervision of
the said Almas Temple Shrine Committee and in accordance with plans
and designs to be approved by the Architect of the Capitol, the Engineer
Commissioner of the District of Columbia, and the officer in charge of
public buildings and grounds: And &rwided further, That the reserva-
tions or public spaces occupied by the stands or other structures shall
be promptly restored to their condition before such occupancy, and the
said comm{ttee ghall indemnify the War Department and the District
of Columbia for damage of any kind whatsoever upon such reservation
or space by reason of such use,

SEc. 2. That the Secretary of War and the Becretary of the Navy
are hereby authorized to loan to the said committee such tents, cam
appliances, and other necessities, hospital furniture and utensils of
deseriptions, ambulances, horses, drivers, stretchers, and Red Cross
flags and pu'lcs belonging to the United States as in their judgment may
be spared at the time of the session: Provided, That the said Shrine
commnittee shall indemnify the United States for any loss or @
to such tents, appliances, etc., as aforesaid, not necessarily incldent to
sich use: And provided further, That the sald committee shall give
npgmved bond to do the same.

EC., 8. That the Secretary of War and the Secretary of the Navy
are authorized to loan to the said committee such ensigns, flags, decora-
tions, etc., belonging to the United States (battle flags excepted) as
are not then in use and may be suitable and proper for decorations
aud other purposes, which may be spared without detriment to the
public service; such ensigns, flags, decorations, etc., to be used by the
committee under such regulations and restrictions as may be prescribed
by the said Secretaries, or either of them : Provided, That the said ecom-
mittee shall, within five days after the close of said session, return to
the said Secrefaries all such ensigns, flags, decorations, ete,, thus
loaned ; and sald committee shall indemnify the United States for any
loes or damage not necessarily incident to such use,

Sec, 4. That the officer in charge of public bnildm%s and grounds,
gubject to the np?roval of the Secretary of War, is hereby authorized to
permit the use of any or all public parks, reservations, or other public
spaces under his control in the District of Columbia for use by said
committee for parking automobiles, the temporary erection of tents for
entertainments, hospitals, and other purposes; and said committee is
hereby authorized to charge reasonable fees for entertainment and ac-
commodations on sald parks, reservations, or other public spaces to aid
in meeting the necessary expenses incident to the session.

BEc. 5. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are
hereby authorized to permit said committee to stretch suitable over-
head conductors, with sufficient supports, wherever necessa and in
“the nearest practicable connection with the present n:splmf ht, for
the purpose of effecting special illumination: Provided, t the said
conductors shall not be used for the conveying of electrical currents
after June 10, 1923, and shall, with their supports, be fully and en-
tirely removed from the public ces, streets, and avenues of the said
city of Washington on or before June 15, 1923 : Provided further, That
the stretching and removing of the said wires shall be under the super-
vision of the Commissioners of the Distriet of Columbia, who shall see
that “the provisions of this resolution are enforced; that all needful
precautions are taken for the protection of the pubﬁic; and that the
pavement of any street, avenue, or alley disturbed is replaced in as
good condition as before entering upon the work herein aunthorized :

And provided further, That no expense or damage ou account of or due
to the stretching, operation, or removing of the said temporary over-
head conductors shall be incurred by the United States or the trict

of Columbia, and that if it shall be necessary to erect wires for
illamina or other purposes over any park or reservation in the Dis-
trict of Columbia the work of erection and removal of said wires shall
hetunder the supervison of the officer in charge of said park or reser-
vation,

Sec. 6. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are
hereby authorized to nt, under such conditions as they may impose,
gpecial licenses to peddlers and vendors to sell goods, wares, and mer-
chandise on the streets, avenues, and sidewalks in the District of Co-
lumbia during said session, and to charge for such privileges such
fees as they may deem proper,

BEC. T. t the Commissioners of the Distriet of Columbia are
hereby authorized to permit the telegraph and tﬂ:.lphone companies to
extend overhead wires to such points as shall be deemed necessary by
the said committee, the said wires to be taken down within 10 days
after the conclusion of the session.

Sgc. 8. That the Public Buildings Commission is hereby authorized
to assign to said commitiee for use and occupancy during said session
such unoecupied public buildings in the District of Columbia as, in its
dizeretion, may appear advisable: Provided, That any and all buldings
so assigned shall be surrendered within 10 days after the close of the
sald session : And provided further, That the said committee ghall fur-
nish a bond or other satisfactory assurance of indemnity against dam-
age twd property while in its possession, incidental wear and tear
excep

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I offer the amendment
which I send to the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated.

The Reapine COLErk. On page 6, line 8, it is proposed to
insert a new section, as follows:

Sec. 9. The Public Utilitles Commission of the Distriet of Columbia
ghall not hereafter have or exercise power to fix rates of fare for the

street railway companies in the District of Columbia at rates in excess

of the rates

fore entered ?ﬁtﬁa'ﬁi:gﬁg 21&11:0;1!;:2;:?2 :l;::’rt&r: g;niorgggcii:nge;?ég
and after the passage and approval of this act said street railway
ggmfaago:esgg ﬁ]eh? 5tfekmtn p;er pzagsenger as a cash fare, but they
o b six tickets for cents, as provided in existing

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to
the amendment.

Mr. BALL. Mr. President, I object to the amendment.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I shall object to the considera-
tion of the bill, because we can not consider it under the five-
minute rule.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Upon the objection ent
the Senator from Utah, the bill will be passedj%cver. i

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, I move that the Senate pro-
gaed to the consideration of the bill notwithstanding the objec-

on.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That may not be done under
the unanimous-consent agreement already entered into,

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, I believe the Chair is cor-
rect. I am wholly, solely, and only to blame. I should have
been glving attention when that order was entered—that order
which prevents the Senate from taking a vote on a bill that
will pass if the roll is ealled.

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ari-
zona yield to the Senator from Michigan?

Mr. ASHURST. I will yield in a moment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator declines to yield.

Mr. ASHURST. I can easily pay my fare, 8 cents per transit.
It does not distress me to reach the Capitol; but here in the
Federal ‘city. where thousands of clerks are assembled to do
the Nation’s business, they are exploited, not only by being
charged 8 cents per transit but exploited by the rapacity of
the telephone company, of the electric-light company, of the
gas company, in a manner that would put to shame the most
g&pﬁdous school of sharks that ever sank teeth into human

esh.

The Senator from Illinois [Mr. McCormick] asks how the
sharks operate? Do you know what a pilot fish is? On or near
every shark is a pilot fish, and without that pilot fish to guide
the shark where to find his prey, the shark starves. Who will
be the pilot for the sharks to-day?

Mr. DIAL. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state his in-
quiry.

Mr, DIAL., What disposition was made of Senate Joint Reso-
lution 2667

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It was passed over.

Mr. McKELLAR. The Senator from Utah [Mr. Swmoor]
objected to its consideration.

Mr, DIAL., 1 trust the Senator from Utah will permit the
Joint resolution to be passed at an early day.

LONGEVITY PAY OF NAVAL OFFICERS.

The bill (H. R. 7864) providing for sundry matters affecting
the Naval Establishment was announced as next in order.

Mr. KING. Let that be passed over.

Mr. WADSWORTH. I desire to call the attention to section
12, at the bottom of page 9 of the bill. Section 12 is reported as
a committee amendment, and in that amendment it is proposed
that officers of the Navy shall count, for purposes of computing
increased pay for length of service and for other allowances,
the time spent at the Naval Academy as midshipmen. The pay
bill of last year, which took care of all the six services, spe-
cifically reiterated the provisions of the act of 1916, which
brought to a termination the counting of academy service, both
at West Point and Annapolis, for the purpose of computing
longevity pay. It is utterly unfair to the other services to
repeal the law of 1916 and permit naval officers to have the
advantage of that increase, when the Congress in 1916 decreed
that thereafter they should not have that advantage.

Mr, KING. I have objected to the consideration of the
bill -

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On objection of the Senator
from Utah the bill will be passed over.

Mr. POINDEXTER. Speaking in whatever time I may have
on the next bill, I would like to say a word, not for the purpose
of expecting the consideration of this measure at this time, but
to answer some of the statemenis made by the Senator from
New York.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the
next bill; then the Senator from Washington will be recog-

nized.
The bill (8. 4245) to provide the necessary organization of the
Customs Service for an adequate administration and enforce-
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ment of the tariff act of 1922, and all other customs revenue
laws, was announced as next in order.

Mr. POINDEXTHER, Reserving the right to object, I would
like to say, in answer to the remarks of the Senator from New
York, that he has not stated all of the circumstances relating
to the matter to which the section which he cited of House bill
T804 refers. He has stated only a part of them, and missed the
essential objects of this section. It is not true that the law of
1916, or of any other year, prohibited altogether the counting
of the time of midshipmen at the Naval Academy in estimating
their longevity pay.

The law to which the Senator refers was passed in 1913,
instead of 1916; but the trouble about it was that while it pro-
vided that all of the midshipmen who graduated after. 1916
should not be allowed to count their service at the Naval
Academy in the computation of service for the purpose¢ of com-
puting longevity pay, it allowed all those who graduated in 1916
and previous years to count such time. It was not considered
important by the Committee on Naval Affairs whether that time
is counted or not counted, but it was considered important that
all officers in the Navy should be put upon the same basis as to
pay.

In 1922 the pay bill to which the Senator from New York
refers, which applied to six services, established an entirely
new basis of pay for officers of these services. Before the pas-
sage of that act pay had been based almost entirely upon rank.
After the passage of that act it was based principally upon
length of service, and It was the view of the committee that
when that new basis was established and the pay which officers
of the Navy should receive was based upon the length of service
the same method of computing service should be applied to all
officers of the Navy; that there should not be one class of offi-
cers who, in the average length of expectation of service in the
Navy, should recelve from $13,000 to $15,000 more in the way of
pay and allowances than another set of officers of identical rank
and of identical length and character of service. In a word,
the committee proposed this measure simply for the purpose of
remoying this discrimination. It does not make any difference
whether you take service in the Naval Academy as a standard
upon which pay is computed or some other standard ; the object
is to obtain a just result, fair pay and allowances, and that
there shall be a uniform basis of pay for all officers entering
the same services who are of the same rank and have the same
length and character of service.

At some other time before the adjournment of the session I
will 4sk the Senate to take up and consider House bill 7804,

ENFORCEMENT OF CUSTOMS REVENUE LAWS.

The bill (8. 4245) to provide the necessary organization of
the customs service for an adequate administration and enforce-
ment of the tariff act of 1922, and all other customs revenue
laws was next in order.

Mr. WILLTIAMS. I ask that the bill may go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over,

LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATIONS.

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the action
of the House of Representatives receding from its disagreement
to the amendments of the Senate numbered 10 and 25 to the bill
(H. It. 13926) making appropriations for the legislative branch
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1924, and
for other purposes, and receding from its disagreement to the
amendment of the Senate numbered 26 to the said bill and con-
curring therein with an amendment as follows:

In lien of the matter proposed by sald amendment to insert:

“ The Public Printer may hereafter employ such number of a)ilprentlces
{not to exceed 200 at any one time) as in his judgment will be con-
slstent with the economical service of the office.”

Mr, WARREN. Mr. President, T move that the Senate con-
cur in the amendment of the House of Representatives to the
amendment of the Senate No. 26.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, what Is the measure on
which the Senator from Wyoming has requested action?

Mr. WARREN, We have just concluded consideration of the
conference report on the legislative, executive, and judicial
appropriation bill. The amendment of the House to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 26, in which the Senate has con-
curred, involves the employment of apprentices by the Public
Printer. The Senate provided for such apprentices, but the
House restricted the number to 200 at any one time. I may
say that even before the amendment went to the House we had
agreed in conference to restrict the number as provided in the
House amendment to the Senate amendment,

Mr. ROBINSON. Very well,

LXIV-

221

AWARD AGAINST THE UNITED STATES IN FAVOR OF NORWAY,

Mr. WARREN. I now wish to submit a report relative to
another matter which I think will take but a moment, and if It
shall take longer I shall withdraw it.

From the Committee on Appropriations I report back favor-
ably without amendment the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 440)
to satisfy the award rendered against the United States by the
arbitral tribunal established under the special agreement con-
cluded June 30, 1921, between the United States of America
and the Kingdom of Norway, and I submit a report (No. 1139)
thereon.

The joint resolution proposes to provide for the payment of
nearly $12,000,000 to the Norwegian Government, but it appro-
priates nothing now, for it is to be paid out of an appropriation
which we provided for the Shipplng Board last year. The sum
of $50,000,000 was then appropriated to provide for this and
other similar matters.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wyo-
ming yield to the S8enator from Alabama?

Mr. WARREN. 1 do.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I understand in reference to the matter
now referred to by the Senator from Wyoming that we agreed
to submit the case of this Government and the Norwegian Gov-
ernment In relation to their shipping to arbitration at The
Hague? .

Mr. WARREN. Yes.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. And the sum carried in the joint reso-
lution was found to be due by the court of arbitration?

Mr. WARREN. Yes; and this proposed legislation is to
carry out the award?

Mr. NORRIS. The effect of this joint resolution, as I under-
stand, if passed will be simply to carry out the judgment
which was rendered by the court of arbitration?

Mr. WARREN. That s all. I may say by the award of the
tribunal itself the judgment bears 6 per cent interest from the
time it is rendered, and we wish to stop the payment of the
interest.

Mr. NORRIS.
ment directly?

Mr. WARREN. It was with the Norwegian Government, and
the matter was decided through arbitration.

Mr. NORRIS. The question was left to arbitration?

Mr. WARREN. Yes,

Mr. NORRIS. And the arbitrators found that we were in-
debted in this amount?

Mr. WARREN. Exactly, and the settlement is satisfactory
to both countries.

Mr. NORRIS. Very well.

Mr. WARREN. I ask unanimous consent for the immediate
consideration of the joint resolution,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the im-
mediate consideration of the joint resolution?

There being no objection, the Senate as in Committee of
the Whole proceeded to consider the joint resolution, which
was read as follows:

te., That the appropriation of ,000, &
meﬁ?ot:gcgfnfms by the Unitl;{‘.l gta?es Shippﬁg Ogg:?rgl,o Eg;t;?lfe(i) a{n
the act entitled “An act making appropriations for the Executive
and for sundry independent executive bureaus, boards, commissions,
and offices, for the fiscal year endluf June 30, 1923, and for other
purposes,” approved June 12, 1922 is made available to the extent
required to enable the Secrefary of State to satisfy the award ren-
dered against the United States on October 13, 1922, by the arbitral
tribunal established under the special agreement concluded June 30
1021, between the United States of America and the Kingdonr of
Norway. And the Secretary of State is authorized to withhold from
the total amount awarded the sum of $22,800 with interest at the
rate of G per cent per annum from Oectober 13, 1922, to the date
of payment of the award, and to pay the claim of Page Bros.,
American citizens, In accordance with the decision of the arbitral
tribunal.

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time,
and passed,

Was the dispute with the Norwegian Govern-

SOUTHERN PACIFIC CO.

The bill (8. 3805) to confer jurisdietion upon the Court of
Claims to ascertain the cost to the Southern Pacific Co., a cor-
poration, and the amounts expended by it from December 1,
1908, to November 30, 1907, in closing and controlling the break
in the Colorado River was considered as in Committee of the
Whole and was read, as follows:

Whereas, at request of President Roosevelt and under the stress of
great emergency, from December 1, 19068, to November 50, 1907, the
outhern Pacific Co. closed and controlled the break in the Colorado

River and thereby prevented the overflow and destruction of 1,214,000
acres of irrigable land in the Imperial Valley, in southern California,
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and saved to the Government the Laguna Dam and the Yuma reclama-
tion project connected therewith in Arizona, as well as thousands of
acres of other Government land along the Colorado River: Therefore

Be it enaoted, cte., That the claim of the Pacific Co., a cor-
poration, against the United States for reimbursement and repayment
to such company of the cost to com and the amounts ex-
pended by it from December 1, 1906, to Novem 20, 1907, in closing
and controlling the break in the Colorado River be, and snch claim is
hereby, referred to the Ceurt of Claims, and full jurisdiction is hereby
vested in said court to ascertain the amounts actoslly expended and the
actual costs incurred by the sald Southern Pacific Co. in closing and
controlllng said break within said od, what portion of such expendi-
tures or costs protected or saved company's railroad lines and road-
bed, and to report its findings to Congress. In ascertaining aforesaid
costs and expenses the court may receive and consider all papers, depo-
fii]teid in Comrds‘ and in tgeem' Snt? dq)lrtme:ts amw

executive

together wig any other evidence offered, and no statute of llmitnthnt;
shall apply. i

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

The preamble was agreed to.

WAB-RISK INSUGRANCE.

The bill (H. R, 10003) to further amend and modify the war
risk insurance act was considered as in Committee of the
Whole.

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Finance
with an amendment to strike out all of the bill down to and
including line 12, page 3, and to insert in lieu thereof the fol-
lowing words:

BEc. 23, (1) That, except as&mvlded in subdivision (2) of this
section, when by the termsz of the war risk insurance act and any
amendments thereto, any gmt is to be made to a minor, other
than a person in the military or naval forces of the United States,
or to a person mentally incompetent, or under other legal disabhility
adjudged h{ a court of com Jjurisdiction, snch payment ghall be
made to the person who is constituted guardian, curator, or con-
servator by the laws of the State or residence of claimant, or I8 other-
wise legally vested with responsibllity or care of the claimant or his
estate : Provided, That prior to receipt of notice by the United States
Veterans' Bureaun that any such person is under such other legal disa-
bility adjudged by some court of competent jurisdiction, payment may
be made to such n direct.

(2) The d.Lre:E;-l:w when satisfled after due Investigation that any
person entitled to recelve compensation under Article III of the war
risk Insurance act is mentally incompetent, mxgeorder that all moneys
payable to him or her under said article shall held in the Treasary
of the United States to the credit of such person,” All funds so held
ghall be disbursed under order of the director and subject to his dis-
cretion for the comfort and maintenance of such incompetent, and any
surglun remaining In his hands mnay be used trfv the director in accordance
with regulations to be prescribe b{ him for the comfort and main-
tenance of the dependents of the incompetent. If sald incompetent
be an inmate of any asylum or hospital for the insane maintained by
the United States, or by any of the several States or Territories of
the United Ststesh or any itical subdivision thereof, the director
maf pay to the chief executive officer of said asylum or hospital In
which said person i3 an Inmate such portion of sald compensation as
the director may deem froper. to be used by such officer for the main-
tenance and comfort of said inmate, subject to the duoty to account
to the United States Veterans' Bureau and fo repay an
his hands in accordance with regulations to be
director. An{l su com tion held by the director under this
subdivigion shall be imn ed in interest securities of the
United States. When such Incompetent shall be found to be mentally
competent or shall die any balance or securities remalining to his
credit shall be paid or tarned over to the claimant, if living, or to his
personal representative, if dead: Provided {uru«, That for the pur-
pose of payments of benefits under Article III of the war risk Insurance
act, as am where no guardian, curator, or conservator of the
person under a 1 digability has been appointed under the laws of
the Btate or residence of the claimant, the director shall determine
the person who is otherwise legally vested with responsibllity or care
of the clalmant or his estate. ¥

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. KING. I would like to have some explanation of this
bill and a statement as to whether it is unanimously reported
by the committee.

Mr, McOUMBER. The bill is unanimously reported by the
committee, at the urgent request of the Veterans' Bureau. The
real purpose of the bill is to cover cases of this kind: There
are many instances in which a soldier or sailor has become
mentally incapacitated, and is in a hospital for the insane,
where there has been no curator appolnted, and no one to rep-

surplus in
Tescr: the

‘resent the person so afflicted. The bureau is authorized by.

_this bill to use for his comfort the money that would come under
‘the provisions of the law until some one is appointed to care
for him,

Mr. KING. Tt is not a general revision of the act?

Mr, McOUMBER. Not at all.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment was concurred in.

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill
to be read a third time,

The bill was read the third time and passed.

E. J. REYNOLDS.

Mr. SMOOT. I ask unanimous consent to return to Order
of Business No. 1014, the bill (8. 4845) for the relief of E. J.
Reynolds.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection

Mr. McNARY. I would like to go forward with the calendar.
In going backward we do not get anywhere,

Mr. WILLIS. Objection was made to the consideration of
this bill by the Benator from Utah [Mr. Samoor], but he has
now informed himself as to the facts and will withdraw his
objection. It will take very little time to pass the bill,

Mr. MoNARY. I object until after action has been had upon
Benate bill 4309,

Mr. DIAT. Mr. President, T call for the regular order.,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The regular order is called
for, and the Secretary will report the next bill on the calendar,

BTANDARDS FOR HAMFERS, ETC.

The bill (8. 4399) to fix standards for hampers, round sta
baskets, and splint baskets for fruits and vegetables, and r;:
other purposes, was announced as next in order.

Mr. OVERMAN. 1 object to the consideration of the bill at
this time. I have some letters objecting to the passage of the
bill and others favoring it. T want to look carefully into the
bﬂ,} ]fn%RIE%bIj]g%\ to its consideration now.

e NG OFFICER. Objection is mad
e bedls] j e, and the bill

Mr. McNARY. T regret the attitude of the Senator from
North Carolina. This legislation has passed the House. It is
sought by the consumers, various farm organizations, and pro-
ducers generally, and I have received many requests from the
Senator's own State for early action on the bill

Mr. OVERMAN. I have some letters favoring it and others

against, and I want to know what iz best to do about it. So I

object to the consideration of the bill until I ean look Into it.

I do not say that I am to the bill. .
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

E. J. REYNOLDS,

Mr. WILLIS. Now that Senate bill 4309 has been disposed of
for the present, I renew the request that we return to Order
of Business 1014, Sepate bill 4345,

Mr, DIAL. I call for the regular order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Caro-
lina demands the regular order. The Secretary will report the
next hill on the calendar,

AMENDMERNT OF NATIONAL DEFENSE ACT.

The bill (8. 4132) te amend an act entitled “An act to pro-
vide further for the national security and defense, and, for the
purpose of assisting in the prosecution of the war, to provide
credits for industries and enterprises in the United States neces-
sary or contributory to the prosecution of the war, and to
supervise the issnance of securities. and for other pmrposes,”
approved April 5, 1918, and for other purposes, was announced
as next in order.

Mr. SMOOT. Tt will be impossible to pass that bill in five
minutes, so I ask that it may go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

LIEUTENANT COLONEL HARDIN AND CAPTAIN SCHOLL,

The bill (8, 4425) to authorize appropriations for the relief
of certain officers of the Army of the United States was an-
nounced as next in order, and was read, as follows:

Be it enacted,

s S, ot i Copptole Gengal ot Dot Sty
$0.170.06, and 1o the secownts 5t Capt. P. A. Renoll. Finance Pépart-
ment, the sum of §202.02, which amounts represent public funds which
were stolen by a former employee.

Mr. KING. Reserving the right to object, T would like to
have an explanation of the bill

Mr. NEW. 'This bill deals with the cases of two officers who
were in charge of the disbursement of Government funds, A
civil-service employee, a civilian, with whose appointment they
had nothing whatever to do, embezzled ahout $11,000 worth of
public money which was in their charge. He ran away, was
captured in Mexico, was brought back to the United States.
prosecuted, and convicted. He was under the usunal bond of
$5,000, which was collected and applied on the amount of the
embezzlement. It leaves six thousand and some odd dollars,
nearly all of which is chargeable to one of the officers, the
remainder, two or three hundred dollars, to the other. The
War Department favors the passage of the bill; it is the usual
course fo follow, and I think the officers should be relieved of
responsibility for a theft of which the Government was the real
victim and not themselves,

Mr. SMOOT., Does the Senator say that the Secretary of
War recommends the passage of the bill?

Mr. NEW. Yes; I said that the War Department recommends
its passage,
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Mr, DIAL. I call the attention of the Senator from Indiana
to the fact that the party who stole the money has been prose-
cuted and is now in the penitentiary.

Mr, NEW. 1§ so stated.

Mr. SMOOT. Is it to be the policy of the Government that
when an individual steals money, no matter under what condi-
tions, the Government is to repay the officer the amount of
money? Why not extend it to everybody in the United States?

Mr. NEW. I tried to make it clear that the man was not
there at the behest or order of these officers. He was sent
there, and they had to take him whether they wanted to have
him or not. He was given to them by the Civil Service Com-
mission, He proved dishonest and stole the money. One of
these officers followed him to Mexico— -

THE MERCHANT MARINE,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 1 o'clock having
arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished busi-
ness, House bill 12817,

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill (H. R. 12817) to amend and supplement
the merchant marine act, 1920, and for other purposes,

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Secretary will state the
pending amendment.

The AsSISTANT SECRETARY. On page 8, line 14, before
the word * vessels” strike out the word * such.”

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr, President, I desire to sub-
mit the unanimous consent proposal which I offered to the
Senate on Saturday, and I ask that it may be read.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Washington
desires to have reported the unanimous-consent proposal which
he offered on Saturday, The Secretary will read as requested.

The Assistant Secretary read as follows:

It is agreed by unanimous consent that on and after Fﬂdg, Feb-
ruary 16, no Senator shall speak more than once nor longer than 60
minutes on the shipping bill, or more than once nor longer than 30
minutes on any amendment _E;ndlng or that mg be offered to said
bill; and that on and after esday, February 20, if said bill is not
sooner disposed of, no Senator shall speak more than once nor longer
than 15 minutes on sald bill or more than once nor longer than §
minutes on any amendment that may be pending or that may be offered.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection?

Mr. WILLIAMS, I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER., Objection is made.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I recognize the
very great importance of action upon the foreign debt funding
bill. That bill was passed by the House with, I think, only
one day's consideration, I do not know of any serious objec-
tion to it in the Senate. It ought to be acted upon in the
Senate withont taking very much time. I want to facilitate
it in every way that I can. I am going to say now that I am
willing, so far as I may, that the Senate shall adjourn from
day to day for a couple of days so that we may have the
morning hour to devote to that bill, but I also want now to
give notice that on Wednesday I shall ask the Senate to remain
in session in the evening, at least until 10 or 11 o'clock. .

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wash-
fngton yield to the Senator from Arkansas?

AMr. JONES of Washington. I yield.

Mr, ROBINSON. When is it expected that the British debt
funding bill will be brought before the Senate?

Mr. JONES of Washington. I have just stated that I am
willing to adjourn, when we close our business to-day, until 11
o'clock to-morrow and that that measure might be taken up
during the morning hour to-morrow and then, if not disposed
of, I would be willing to adjourn to-morrow until the next day,
so that at least two hours could be devoted to it on that day.
Possibly by that time, If not sooner disposed of, we might be
able to reach some agreement or understanding.

Mr. ROBINSON. 8o it is expected that the debt funding
Ii:ill may be brought forward to-morrow during the morning

our?

Mr. JONES of Washington.
done,

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr, President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wash-
ington yield to the Senator from Florida?

Mr. JONES of Washington. I yield.

Mr. FLETCHHER. Does the Senator propose to lay aside the
pending bill, the unfinished business, until the debt funding
bill is disposed of?

Mr. JONES of Washington. No: I do not.

Mr. FLETCHER. Only for the morning hour?

Mr. JONES of Washington. Just during the morning hour.
I propose to ask the Senate to continue the consideration of

I am willing that that may be

the shipping bill until time to quit to-day, and then I shall
perhaps move to adjourn instead of recessing. I would be
willing to adjourn until 11 o'clock to-morrow morning, That
would give the morning hour of two hours that could be used
in the consideration of the debt funding bill. Then, as I said,
if not disposed of to-morrow, I would be willing at the close
of business to-morrow to adjourn until the next day, so as to
give two hours on that day for the consideration of the debt
funding bill. It seems to me that with those four hours we
ought to get a pretty clear indication as to some arrangement
to finally dispose of the debt funding bill.

Mr, CURTIS. Mr, President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wash-
ington yield to the Senator from Kansas?

Mr. JONES of Washington. Certainly.

Mr., CURTIS. If upon Wednesday it should develop by 1
o'clock, at the close of the morning hour, that there was a like-
lihood of reaching a vote within a few hours on the debt fund
ing bill, I ask the Senator whether he would consent to lay
aside the unfinished business temporarily in order that the
debt funding bill might be disposed of?

Mr. JONES of Washington. If the debt funding bill could
:;e ttilispt?sed of on Wednesday, I would be perfectly willing to

o tha

PROPOSED INVESTIGATION OF VETERANS' BUREAU.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, I ask unani-
mous consent for the present consideration of the resolution
which I send to the desk.

Mr. CURTIS. Let the resolution be reported.

The PRESIDING OFFICER., The Senator from Massachu-
setts asks unanimous consent to present a resolution, The reso-
lution will be read for the information of the Senate,

The resolution (S. Res. 439) was read as follows:

Whereas it has been reported In several press dispatches and as-
serted on the floor of the House of Representatives that there is evi-
dence of waste, extravagance, irregularities, and mismanagement in
the operation of the United States Veterans' Bureau ;

Whereas it has been reported that general dissatisfaction prevails
among the officials of said bureau; .

Whereas because of such chaotic conditions and lack of coordination
it is al!eged that offieials of said bureau have been removed and others
have tendered thelr resignatlons;

Whereas the burden of such waste, extravagance, irregularities, and
mismanagement falls ud)on the incapacitated soldier for whose relief
said burean was created; and

Whereas the conditions as alleged to exist would necessarily impair
the morale of sald bureau: Therefors be it

Resolved, That the special committee apzpointed under authority of
Senate resolution 59, agreed to June 9, 1921, be requested to consider
these allegations, in executive session or otherwise, and Teport to the
Senate within seven ﬂlfﬂl

1. Whether it 18 feasible and desirable to institute a thorough inves-
tigation into the alleged waste, extravagance, irregularities, and mis-
management In the United States Veterans' Bureau; and

2. If sald committee Is of the opinion that an investigation be Instl-
tuted that it make such recommendations to the Senate as to the man-
ner and scope of such Investigation ; and ;

3. In view of the expiration of the terms of office of several mem-
bers of said committee on March 4 next, make recommendation as to
what committee, if any, should conduct such Investigation.

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from Massachu-
setts asks unanimous consent for the immediate consideration
of the resolution. Is there objection?

Mr., WALSH of Massachusetts, Mr, President, may I make
a brief statement? A committee already exists that could in-
stitute the investigation, a special committee of five, headed
by the Senator from West Virginia [Mr, SurmErRLAND]. But
the terms of office of three members of the committee expire
on March 4, and the committee's existence terminates on that
date. Of course no complete or thorough investigation could
be conducted in the course of the next three weeks, The reso-
lution simply asks the committee to meet in executive ses-
gion, if desirable, consider the allegations made, and report
back to the Senate whether it is feasible and advisable to have
a broad investigation, and by what committee it should be
made. In other words, all the resolution asks is that the com-
mittee, upon which there are three Republicans and two Demo-
crats, consider it in executive session, if it sees fit, because it is
alleged that the Department of Justice is making investigation,
and report back to the Senate within the next few days just
what should be done by Congress in view of existing con-
ditions.

Mr, JONES of Washington. If the resolution can be dis-
posed of without discussion, I have no objection to its present
consideration.

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and
agreed to.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I ask to have printed in
the ReEcorp at this point a letter from Congressman LairseN, of
Georgia, dealing with the subject covered by the resolution.
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There being no objection, the letter was ordered to be printed
in the Recorp, as follows:
CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES,

OUSE OF REFRESENTATIVES,
Washington, D. C., February 6, 1923,
Hon. Davip 1. WALSH

United States Senate, Washington, D, 0.

My Dear Suxaror: Of course your attention has been attracted dur-
ing the past few weeks by the numerous press items regarding extrava-
gance, mismanagement, and, in some instances, corruption alleged to
exist in the Veterans' Bureau, both at its central office and in many of

the onal su ces.

On March 17 last I introduced House Resolution 308, providin
the appointment of a committee to Investigate and repor’c on con
and operations of the Veterans' Bureau in the
of clnﬁm for compensation, allotments, insurance, and
ing, and all other matters over which said bureau has jurisdiction, to
degermine whether or not sald bureau is efficlent and economical in the
management of its affairs, and also generally to investigate and report
on all things the welfare, management, and results obtained
by the operations of sald bureau at its cen office, offices,

d flices.
8u'l'hls resolution was referred to the Committee on Rules, but notwith-

standing many efforts to obtain report on same I have been unable to

do so.
I notice that you are a member of a Benate committee which seems

to be empowered to make such an investigation as is provided for in the
resolution introduced by me, and I therefore wonder if you ean obtain
through this committee such authentic official information as would
completely inform the public as to exact conditlons existing In the

bureau.
There are now employed in the Veterans’ Bureau nearly 30,000 per-
e taxpayers,

sons, at & cost of more than $425,000,000 per annum to
amd such charges of extravagance, corruption, and graft should not,
therefore, go unnoticed by the Congress. Certainly to furnish the de-
gired Information would not be incompatible with the Puhljc fare.

I trust that you may be in position to obtain definite information not
only along the lines referred to in the resolution mentioned above but
specifically regarding conditions as to rentals of property at Stockton,

lif. ; Richmond, Va.; Nauvoo, Ill. ; Livermore 1if. ; hen, N. Y.;

inwall, Pa.; Tupper Lake, Pa.; and Norti: Hampton, Mass.: as
well as with reference to the sale of Arm{nanppllm at Perryville, Md.,
all of which has been recently alluded to ess dispatches as afore-
said, and with which, 1 am sure, you are famdillar,

With sentiments of high rE&El'l{n

Very truly yours, W. W. LARSEN.

PROPOSED CHANGE IN PRESIDENTIAL AND CONGRESSIONAL TERMS.

AMr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I move that the Senate proceed
to the consideration.of Calendar No. 918, the joint resolution
(S. J. Res. 253) proposing an amendment to the Constitution
of the United States fixing the commencement of the terms of
President and Vice President and Members of Congress, and
providing for the election of President and Vice President by
direct vote.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The guestion is on the motion
of the Senafor from Nebraska to proceed to the consideration
of the joint resolution to which he has referred.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, will the Senator explain
the joint resolution?

Mr. NORRIS. I expected to make some explanation of it.
It is a joint resolution, as its title states, proposing an amend-
ment to the Constitution of the United States. It has in it
two distinet propositions. One of the propositions relates to
the term of office and the method of election of a President and
Vice President. The other relates to the fixing of the begin-
ning of the term of office of Members of the House of Repre-
sentatives and the Senate.

It will be seen, therefore, that while I have coupled them in
one resolution and they have been reported that way from the
committee, yet they are capable of being separated into two
distinet propositions and either one of guch propositions eould
become a part of the resolution without in any way interfer-
ing with the other one. I have recognized that the resolution
is capable of such a division. While I am just as much in
favor of one proposition as the other, I have realized for some
time that there was some opposition to one of the propositions
both in the Senate and outside. - Personally, I do not concede
that the opposition is well founded. I do not believe there can
Dbe any valid objection made to the elimination of the Elec-
toral College. I have never heard what to my mind was any
argument in favor of maintaining and still retaining in our
Constitution that fifth wheel of our governmental wagon.

But, Mr. President, I realize that this Congress is drawing
to a close, that on the 4th of March all bills, joint resolutions,
and other measures that have not received the sanction of both
the House and the Senate must fall. I had confidence that
a very large number of the legislatures now in session would
approve either one or both of the propositions, if submitted
to them before they adjourned, but I know that it will be an
impossibility to get the joint resolution agreed to in the Senate
and in the House during the remainder of this session if there
is any substantial opposition to it.

I have agreed, therefore, that so far as I can I will consent
to the separation of the two propositions and for the present
eliminate all that part of the joint resolution that applies to

for
tions

the Electoral College and the office of President and Vice
t, and confine it only to the proposition so far as it
applies to Members of the House of Representatives and Mem-
bers of the Senate, If that be done, section 2 would be left,
reading as follows: .

That the terms of Benators and Repr ta
noon on the first Monday in Janmpf?ﬁe:mgﬁh:hu:l::ﬂﬁm“ 0

It would also leave section 8, which reads as follows——

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr, President, will the Senator from Ne-
braska yield to me for a question?

Mr. NORRIS. Yes.

Mr. ROBINSON. If the motion of the Senator from Ne-
braska shall prevall, it is his purpose so to modify the joint
resolution that the Senate shall consider the question of ad-
vancing the time when Senators and Representatives shall as-
sume their duties from March 4, as now provided under the
Constitution, to January 1%

Mr. NORRIS. To the first Monday in the following Janu-
ary.

Mr. ROBINSON. To the first Monday in January. That
is correct. 8o that the interim of time when the result of the
election may reflect itself in the action of Congress shall be
shortened, and Senators and Representatives elected in the
November election shall begin their duties the first Monday
in January instead of subsequent to the 4th of March. Under
the Constitution as it now exists, unless a special session of
the Congress shall be called by the President, a Member of the
House of Representatives or of the Senate who is elected in
November does not actually assume the performance of his
duties until the first Monday in December of the following
year. Members who have been defeated may continue to
perform their functions until the 4th of March of the year
following their defeat in November.

Mr. NORRIS. Yes; the Senator has stated the condition
with absolute correctness.

Now, Mr. President, let me proceed from the point wh
the Senator from Arkansas interrupted me in order thnterg
may show just exaetly what would be the result of the passage
of the joint resolution. I have read section 2. Section 3
would also remain, reading as follows:

BEC. 3. That the Congress shall assemble at least once in every
year and such meeting shall be on the first Monday in January,
unless they shall by law appoint a different day.

Then a part of section 4 would remain. If Senators who are
following me will turn to page 4, line 3, of the joint resolution,
commencing after the period in that line and reading the re-
mainder of the section, they will find that what still remains
would read as follows:

The terms of Senators and Representatives who may be In office at
the time of the adoption of this amendment shall end at noon on the
first Monday in Janunary of the year in which guch terms would other-
‘wise bave ended on the fourth of March, i

If the changes which I have suggested were made, that wounld
be all which would remain of the proposed constitutional amend-
ment.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. TownseNp in the chair).
Does the Senator from Nebraska yield to the Senator from
Washington?

Mr. NORRIS. I yield to the Senator from Washington.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Does the Senator from Ne-
braska know of any opposition to that proposition?

Mr. NORRIS., I do not know of any, I will say to the
Senator.

Mr. JONES of Washington. I wish to say to the Senator from
Nebraska that I really can not conceive of any opposition to
it; I should be heartily in favor of it; and am perfectly willing,
so far as I am concerned, that it may be passed during the morn-
ing hour by unanimous consent. I am inclined to think the
Senator ought to be able to secure that result. Of course, I
would not be in favor of displacing the unfinished business.

Mr. NORRIS. If it be true, I will say to the Senator, that
we could pass the joint resolution during the morning hour, it
would not take any longer after the morning hour; and if the
Senator would defer his opposition to it, I certainly would be
glad to have a vote upon the proposition at any time, as soon
as it may be obtained; but I do not mean when I suggest that
the Senator withdraw his opposition that the Senator is op-
posed to the joint resolution. I mean that he would probably
be opposed to the motion I have made displacing the unfinished
business.

Mr. JONES of Washington. That is what I am opposed to,
but I should like to see the Senator ask unanimous consent that
the joint resolution be considered during the morning hour and
ascertain whether there would be any objection to the request.
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Mr. NORRIS. I should have followed that course if I had
thought it would be possible to get the joint resolution through
in that way, but I have never known a proposition for the
submission of an amendment to the Constitution to go through
in that way. I do not believe I could get it through in that
way, although I should be glad to do so if I could. However,
no one made such a suggestion, and, in fact, it never occurred
to me that it would be possible to have the joint resolution
passed during the morning hour.

Mr, ROBINSON, Mr. President, will the Senator from
Nebraska yield to me for a question?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ne-
braska yield to the Senator from Arkansas?

Mr. NORRIS. I yield to the Senator from Arkansas.

Mr. ROBINSON. The Senator from Nebraska has recently
read section 3 of his joint resolution, which provides that Con-
gress shall assemble at least once in every year, and that its
meeting shall be on the first Monday in January foilowing,
The effect and purpose of that provision, as I understand, is
more promptly and more effectively to reflect fu the action of
Congress the result of the election?

Mr. NORRIS. Yes, sir; that is the purpose.

Mr. ROBINSON, If the proposed constitutional amendment
should be submitted and ratified, the country would not again
be confronted with the spectacle which is now presented——

Mr. NORRIS. No, sir; that would be an impossibility.

Mr. ROBINSON. Namely, pressure from the administration
in power to secure—I will not say coerce—the passage of a
measure which has been disclosed to be unpopular among the
voters of the Nation in an election held prior to the time that
measure was taken up for consideration in the Senate of the
United States. .It has been called to the attention of the Senate
and of the country that a great many Members of the body at
the other end of the Capitol and some Senators who have com-
mitted themselves to what we have come to know as the ship
subsidy bill were defeated in the last election, and their sue-
cessors in many instances are opposed to the passage of that
measure, I think it is quite generally admitted that if con-
sideration of the ship subsidy bill be postponed until the new
Congress meets, the Congress elected in the November election
In 1922, the bill sponsored and advocated so ably by the Senator
from Washington [Mr, Joxes] would not be passed. For that
reason, the President, conscientiously convinced that the public
interest requires the enactment of the provisions of the ship
subsidy bill or some similar provisions, is apparently exerting
every influence he possesses to secure the final disposition of
the pending bill.

I stated in the beginning of this debate that the measure
‘should be fully considered by the Senate; that it was not my
intention to pursue a course which wounld prevent the Senate
from registering its conclusions respecting the subject after
it had become fully familiar with the purposes and provisions
of the pending bill. There is in committee amendments pro-

to the ship subgidy bill incorporated a policy the effect
of which, if enacted info law during the present Congress,
will be to deny to subsequent Congresses the opportunity of en-
acting into law the will of the American people respecting the
subject matter of this legislation.

It is proposed mow permanently to appropriate out of the
Treasury of the United States every dollar of a fund which
has not yet been created, the amount of which fund is not
yet known and can not as yet be determined. The only pur-
pose that can be in the mind of Senators proposing the pro-
vigion to which I have referred is to take advantage of the
majority that now exists, or is thought to exist, in favor of
the proposed legislation, but which will not exist when the
viewpoint of the American people as expressed in the last
November election is given effect in the Congress of the
TUnited States.

Senators who have been defeated, in part because of their
support of this measure, and Representatives whose advocacy
of it has occasioned their defeat, are asked, in defiance of the
will of those who gave them their power here, to impose the
burdens of the ship subsidy bill on the Treasury and the people
'of the United States for a period of 15 years; so that in good
faith, however futile may prove the provisions of the bill to
‘accomplish its purposes, however detrimental experience may
show them to be to the general public interest, the Congress
and the country will be irrevocably committed to the expendi-
‘ture of the very large sums contemplated by the bill in the na-
ture of a ship subsidy.

For my part, I think the issue of the ship subsidy bill ecan
be simplified. Assuming no authority to speak for any other
Senator, but speaking for myself alone, if the Senate commit-
‘tee is willing to recede from the amendments to the bill which

seek to fasten upon the country for 15 years the obliga-
tions of the bill without regard to the political sentiment of
the Nation, I know of no reason why a vote may not be had
during the present session of the Congress.

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me?

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Does the Senator from Ne-
braska yield to the Senator from Arizona?

Mr. ROBINSON. I have not the floor. The Senator from
Nebraska has been good enough to yield to me, and I apologize
now to the Semator from Nebraska for taking so much of
his time,

Mr. JONES of Washington, Mr. President——

Mr. ROBINSON. Of course, if the Senator from Washington
or other Senators object to my continuing my remarks now,
I shall be compelled to take the floor in my own time,

Mr. JONES of Washington. I was not going to do it.

Mr. ROBINSON. If permitted to continue, the time of
the Senate will be conserved. I shall conclude my remarks in
a few minutes.

Mr. JONES of Washington., I was not going to object. I
was just going to express the hope, however, that when the
Senator gets through, the Senator from Nebraska will not
yield too often for speeches, I have not been disposed to
appeal to the rule.

Mr. ROBINSON, Of course, it is entirely in the power of
the Senator from Washington or any other Senator to prevent
interruptions.

Mr. JONES of Washington. I know it; but I am not going
to appeal to the rule.

Mr. ROBINSON. Very well

Mr. NORRIS. I realize that if anyone wanted to enforce the
rule, I could not permit it to go on without losing the floor. I
do not want to lose the floor; but, while the Senator from
Arkansas is using my time, I think he is making an argument
that applies directly to the question that I am trying to bring
before the Senate. I think myself that it is a very appropriate
and a very weighty argument that he is making.

Mr. ROBINSON. I do not understand that the Senator from
Washington has raised any objection.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Oh, no.

Mr. ROBINSON. And, with the indulgence of the Senator
from Nebraska, I will continue for a few minutes and conclude
now what I have in mind to say upon this subject.

This Congress, if it pursues the normal course, may perhaps
with propriety legislate and bind the Government for a period
of one year. Under the circumstances that exist I think it is
objectionable to g degree almost reprehensible to insist, because
there is a majority here now, some of whom have been dis-
credited, and because there will not be a majority hereafter in
favor of this bill, that the legislation should be passed in spite
of the overwhelming sentiment disclosed among the people of
the country in opposition to the legislation. For my part, if
the application of this bill is limited with due respect to the
right and privilege of future Congresses to legislate upon the
gubject without being confronted with the question of the abro-
gation of contracts, I have no objection to the Senate taking
such course as it deems proper with reference to the matter,
and have no objection to a vote on the bill.

Mr, President, I meet the proposal of the President of the
United States, contained in his message to Congress delivered
a few days ago, that the Senate ought to take a vote upon this
proposition, with a counterproposition, so far as my individual
attitude is concerned, and that is: All right; abandon the at-
tempt to enact into law now, with the support of Senators and
Representatives who have been defeated because of their advo-
cacy of this measure, a bill that will impose upon the country
burdens which can not be avoided during the period of 15 years;
legislate according to the ordinary practice of the Congress;
pursue the policy adopted by the overwhelming vote of the
House of Representatives; restore to the bill the provision that
the sums hereafter to accrue to the merchant-marine fund must
be annually appropriated, and, I think, in view of the condi-
tions that have been disclosed, limit the power to make con-
tracts so that future Congresses may have full and free oppor-
tunity to reflect the will of the people concerning the subject,
and I see no reason why a vote may not be had upon the bill.

The joint resolution proposed by the Senator from Nebraska
is of great importance: It meets a demand that has been grow-
ing throughout the United States that disecredited and de-
feated Congressmen and Senators shall not be permitted to reg-
ister their support in favor of measures which their constitu-
encies have impliedly disapproved. The joint resolution will
give effect to the result of national elections. If adopted as
proposed by the Senator from Nebraska, it will put Senators
and Congressmen into office a few weeks after their election and
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it will bring Congress into session within a very short time
following the election. :

I am not unmindful of what was originally said when the
Constitution was adopted and what has recently been said by
some public men touching this subject; but it must appear
anomalous to students of the question that when a great issue is
fought out before the American people and public sentiment is
expressed in the election respecting that issue, under the condi-
tions as they now exist the Congress may, as in the instance of
the ship subsidy bill now under consideration, impose, in vio-
lation of the wishes and the will of the people of this country,
obligations and burdens which the public neither approves nor
has expressed willingness to assume,

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, may I interrupt the
Senator?

Mr. ROBINSON. With the indulgence of the Senator from
Nebraska.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ne-
braska yield to the Senator from Florida?

Mr. NORRIS. I yield.

Mr. FLETCHER. If the Senator will allow me at this
point—and I call the attention of the Senator from Nebraska
to it—there seems to be some impression over the country that
this joint resolution contemplates the election of the President
by direct vote of the people.

Mr. NORRIS. Noj; I will say to the Senator that that is not
correct,

Mr. FLETCHER. I do not understand that that is the case
at all,

Mr. NORRIS, No., The Senator from Florida probably was
not here when I began my remarks. I explained that I had
agreed that as far as I was concerned, if Senators would take
up this joint resolution, I would divide it into its two com-
ponent parts and would only ask for the passage at this time
of the one relative to the House of Representatives and the
Senate. .

Mr. FLETCHER. I see. I wanted, however, to have that
cleared up a little, because I have here an editorial from a very
excellent newspaper in Florida that seemg to be under that
impression.

Mr. NORRIS. That is true of the resolution as it stands, of
course. If we get it up, I expect to modify it in accordance with
the outline I have already given.

Mr, FLETCHER. This editorial lays down the broad propo-
gition that—
if the election of the President be conceded to a majority of the total
number of popular votes In these United States, State lines will be
wiped out and the voters in the larger States, particularly New York,
Pennsylvania, Massachusetts, Indiana, and Ohlo, will determine every
presidential election.

Mr. NORRIS. The writer of that editorial had a misconcep-
tion even of the proposed amendment. It would not do any-
thing of the kind. The amendment retains the State unit just
as it is now.

Mr. FLETCHER. That is what I said.

Mr. NORRIS. The only difference would be, if that part of
the amendment were put into the Constitution, that there would
be no such thing as electing a lot of presidential electors, The
State would have the same number of votes that it has now
in the Electoral College——

Mr. FLETCHER. Precisely.

Mr. NORRIS. But they would certify those votes up here,
instead of sending a lot of unnecessary men up here to cast
them.

Mr. FLETCHER. Yes. It is not, however, the same s a
direct popular vote for the officers.

Mr. NORRIS. Of course, in the sense that the people would
have a chance, then, to vote directly for President and Vice
President, it is popular voting.

Mr. FLETCHER. Yes,

Mr. NORRIS. But some unit, of course, it is conceded, must
be maintained; and in order to make as little change as pos-
sible in the Constitution, I have retained in this amendment the
State unit.

Mr. FLETCHER. T thought there was a distinetion there,
and I should like to have that cleared up. That is the reason
why I mentioned this. Then, as I understand, the Senator pro-
poses to deal particularly with what the Senator from Arkansas
is discussing now—the time of going into office and election of
Members of the House and Senate, and so forth.

Mr. NORRIS. Yes. That is all that would be left in it
when the modification is made.

Mr., ROBINSON. Mr. President, respecting that portion of
the Senate joint resolution as printed to which the Senator

from Florida has referred, I do not desire at this time to ex-
press an opinion, further than to say that I think it is essen-
tial and necessary, if the manner of electing Presidents be
changed, that the unit shall continue to be the State. It
should be the State rather than the total vote of the Nation.
There are many reasons which I could cite in justification of
that suggestion, but I desire to confine my remarks to what I
understand will be the question immediately under considera-
tion if the motion of the Senator from Nebraska prevails.
namely, changes in the Constitution so as to bring into office
on the first Monday in January following their election Seng-
tors and Representatives in the Congress of the United States;
further, to move forward the annual sessions of Congress so
that the public may be assured, after having considered and
determined issues of interest to them, that such issues will
be dealt with by Senators and Representatives who are in a
position to reflect the viewpoint of their constituencies,

There can be no escape from the declaration that one of the
considerations which Impelled the advocates of the pending bill
to insist upon its determination during the present Congress {s
to secure the support for the measure of Senators and Repre-
sentatives who have been defeated in part because of their atti-
tude in favor of this legislation. I shall not attempt to char-
acterize a motive which would prompt the exertion of influence
approaching coercion for the passage of legislation known or
generally regarded to be violative of the general public will
I shall content myself with saying that the Congress of the
United States should not lend its processes to the enactment of
legislation and the imposition of burdens upon the Treasury,
when the evidence reasonably discloses that such legislation
and such burdens meet with disapproval upon the part of the
general public.

I have taken the liberty, with the consent of the Senator from
Nebraska, to bring to the attention of the Senate these consid-
erations at the present time, because they seem to have forceful
relationship to the provisions of the pending bill. But the im-
portance of the constitutional amendment now proposed by the
Senator from Nebraska can not be determined or limited by its
relationship to a single measure. It involves a question of
national policy and issues of very great importance. It is a
response to the inquiry whether the Congress of the United
States, often justly or unjustly criticized as slow to respond to
public sentiment, is unwilling to accept the public decisions of
questions on which the public have a right to pass, and it an-
swers that question, in my judgment, in a manner consistent
with the highest standards of public duty which Senators and
Representatives can establish. It solves the problem reasonably
and fairly. It does not contemplate the enactment of legislation
responsive to passion or vindictiveness, but it seeks to remedy
what the press of the Nation, what students of political science,
what Senators themselves have come to regard as quite objec-
tionable under the prevailing system.

If it is desirable that the impulse and the impetuous de-
mand for reform sometimes reflected in elections shall not be
too promptly responded to, it is of even greater importance that
when a question has been made an issue in a political campaign,
when the voters have registered their decision and judgment
affecting it, those who have been discredited and defeated shall
not be permitted to defy the power which exalted them and
override the will of the constituency by whose favor they enjoy
publie office.

I thank the Senator from Nebraska.

Mr. CALDER. Will the Senator from Nebraska permit me
to make a few observations right at this point?

Mr. NORRIS. I have no objection. I can make my remarks
later, and if Senators want to debate I will yield the floor and
finish my remarks after they are through.

Mr. CALDER. - Mr. President, I served five terms in the
House of Representatives and have been a Member of this body
for six years. I returned four times to Washington to take
my seat in the House of Representatives for the short sessions
of Congress, a reelected Representative, and I have been here
twice in the short sessions when Senators were retiring.
Frankly, it never occurred to me in those days that any Mem-
ber of the House or the Senate who had failed of reelection
should be debarred from his right to act npon questions under
consideration. He had been elected by his people, and I always
assumed, in my thought on the subject, that he would repre-
sent the sentiment of his people. In fact, I never gave little
thought to it.

When I returned to the Capitol, however, on the first Monday
of December last, a defeated Senator, then it did seem, when
the thing was applied to me, when the acid test was put on,
that after all it was a very great mistake to bring back de-
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fented Senators and Representatives to pass upon questions
which had been voted upon by the people in the very recent
past. So for the first time in 16 years’ service it was brought
home to me. I repeat that in the six years of my service in
the Senate, when Senators returned after having been de-
feated, it never occurred to me fo question their right to pass
upon matters before us here in the Senate.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New
York yield to the Senator from Nebraska?

Mr. CALDER. I yleld

Mr. NORRIS. I have always abstained, In arguing this
question, from raising any question about those who had been
defeated. Of eourse, technieally they have the same rights as
others. The Senator from New York is taking a very high
moral ground in this matter, and it does him great credit and
great honor to talk as he does. I presume he feels as I have
thought I would feel, just a little bit embarrassed in acting on
questions, particularly something which had been submitted to
the people in a recent election. I should think that Senators
and Representatives would often feel that way.

Mr, CALDER. As I have indicated, Mr. President, I have
‘been embarrassed. I came back with great misgivings, and for
that reason, when this constitutional amendment was intro-
'duced and was discussed In the Senate, I made up my mind
that if the opportunity came to me to vote to advance the day
when a new Congress should meet, I should’ gladly do so.

I shall not vote for the Senator's motion to lay aside the
subsidy bill. I want the Senate to take a little longer time
to its consideration to see if we can pass this measure which,
I believe, will be most helpful to America’s foreign trade.

Mr. NORRIS. Will the Senator yield again?

Mr. CALDER. Just let me conclude what I wanted to say.
I made a speech on the subsidy bill about three weeks ago. I
had prepared this speech several weeks before, and I had some
misgivings about making it. I said to myself, Shall I address:
the Senate at all in this short session? Shall I express my views
here, or shall I, as a Senator from New York, representing that
State under the Constitution—the greatest State in population
and wealth, entitled to the votes of its two Senators—just oc-
cupy my seat and vote on these matters as I believed my peo-
ple would have me vote, or shall I also take part in the dis-
cussion? :

I argued with myself, and finally I eoncluded that the sub-
sidy was a subjeet which had no part in the eampaign in my
State, It was never discussed. I venture the statement that
if my successful opponent were asked, he would say that he
never mentioned it. Frankly, I never mentioned it. I am
quite eonfident that if we eonld have drawn the line on the
issue of Government aid to American shipping, and if that had
been the sole issue, I would be sworn in again for another six
years when the new Congress meets in December. But it was
not.

The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. RopiNsoN] might have dis-
cussed with me the question of the tariff, the soldiers’ bonus,
prohibition—all those questions were issues, along with my
vote on the Esch-Cummins bill, and all of those things con-
tributed fo the result in New York—but with regard to the
ship subsidy bill, T will say to my friead from Arkansas, who
I am quite certain was not talking to me alone, that I agree
that his contention is absolutely sound, that we ought to have
the new Congress meet immediately after the election, that the
new Members should come in and take their places here, and
that the defeated Members should not vote upon questions
which were passed upon adversely, as far as they were con-
cerned, by the people.

That is all I wanted to say. I desire to go on record that I
am strongly for this resolution, and hope an opportunity may
come to me to vote for it.

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, with the Senator from Ne-
braska [Mr. Nouris] I agree that the Senator from New York
[Mr. CarpER] has taken a very high ground respecting the
subject. I have not suggested that any Senator or Representa-
tive who has been defeated should be denied his constitutional
privilege to participate in the discussion and the decision of
questions that arise here. My colleague, the junior Senator
from Arkansas [Mr. Carawav], on November 22, 1922, intro-
duced a concurrent resolution which seemed to have been the
original movement in Congress on this important subject. I
ask that the resolution may be printed in the Recomp for the
information of the Senate.

rg‘eli_:d.PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so
()

|

The concurrent resolution is as follows:

Whereas this is a resentative Government speaking for d
!‘:Wth mﬁlg t::dwﬂl of people of the United States ag expressedm
at the H
wnl.'l'_m n?o Repruetmuuhlnf either branch o:_h %ngreas has the
moral right support or vote for measur
thelr votes have repudiated; and mE # Shs. peosks iy
reas certain proposed legislation affecting a fundamental chan
in our ecomomle and commercial policy is now recommended by LIE:
Executive for consideration by Congress; and
Whereas this pr eglilatton has failed to recelve the approval
of the voters as evidenced by the elections recently held: and
Whereas Col;g‘mss has been called Into extraordinary session for
the purpose of passing this legislation which the people have by
SIS B e o S
reas a ce of a popular
mandate to the contrary would perpetrate an act of nsurpation ;
Whereas many advocates of the ssglons

ship subsi bill In th
| Congress have been rejected by empchntre majngfvtlea by m‘e‘?ﬁ%’é‘

ents; and
Whereas It is unwise to place in the hands of rejected public servants
the power to adopt fundamental legislation ; and s
ereas @ sense of official propriety would sugzest to the defeated
Members the unwisdom of participating in legislation which, if enacted
@ materially affect ntal questions of public poiley: There

Resolved, ete., I. That it Is the sense of the Senate of the United
Btates that all Members defeated at the recent polls abstaln from
voting on any but routine legislation, such as necess supply bills,
motions to adjourn, or motions to recess, and such :tr{er Ferf:llltlon
as does not involve any material change of mational policy.

II. That chairmen of committees, not in sympathy with the peopls's
wishes as expressed at the polls, and which have an important effect
on legislation, resign from thelr ve chairmanships, so that
their places m;{nbe filled by those who are known to be willing to

carry into tive effect the mandate of the le as ressed
at the s on the Tth day of November, 1922, iod i
HI. That the Senate of the United States reafirm thelr readiness

to bow to the people’s will, when expressed at the polls, and declare
that the vote of want of confidence im the leaders which has been
registered shall not be disregarded.

Mr. ROBINSON. The purpose of the concurrent resolution
was to express the sense of the Senate that Senators and Repre-
sentatives who have been defeated should not vote on Important
issues here pending the time when their successors shall take
their places. While it appears that the end sought by the concur-
rent resolution Introduced by my colleague is not to be accom-
plished in the way that he sought to acecomplish it, I have not the
slightest doubt that when the subjeet is fully considered by the
Congress and when the American people know that it is to be de-
termined here the principle underlying the eoncurrent resolution
offered by the junior Semator from Arkansas on November 22,
1922, and the provisions of the joint resolution mow propesed
by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Nogris] will be incorporated
into the law of the land, The Constitution ought to be so
amended that Senators and Representatives after they have ex-
perienced defeat will not be compelled to experience the humilia-
tion of passing upon questions, when they know that their
opinions respecting those questions do not reflect the viewpoint
of their constituents.

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, on the 12th of April, 1921, I
introduced Senate Joint Resolution No. 8, to amend the Con-

stitution of the United States, which is as follows:
A joint resclution (8. J. Res. 8) pmgoain an amendment to the Con-
stitution of the nite& States.
Resolved by the Benate and House of Representatives of the Umited
Biates of America in Congress assembled (two-thirds of each House
concurring therein), That the following amendment to the Constitution
be, and hereby is, posed to the Sta to become valld as a part of
the Constitution when ratified by the tures of the several States
as provided by the Constitution:
“ARTICLE —.

“ 8ecriox 1. The terms of the President and Viee President of the
United States shall commence on the third Monday in January following
the election of presidential and vice ntial electors. )

“Spc. 2. The presidential and vice presidential electors, compaosing
the Klectoral College, shall assemble in the States by which they are
appointed and east their votes for President and Vice President on the
second Monday in December following their appointment, and the vote
80 cast, duly certified, shall be flled with the President of the Senate
before the Monday in January next thereafter, and the Congress
shull meet in joint session on the second Hondn% in January follow
and epen and count the same: Provided, That Congress may alter
the dates fixed in this section, in its discretion.

% Spe. 3. The terms of Senators and Representatives shall commence
on the first Monday in Jan following their election.

“ 8gc. 4. There shall be held two regular sesslons of Congress, con-
vening on the first Monday of January each fgear.

“ 8pc. 5. This amendment shall not take effect until after the 4th day
of March of the year 1925.”

The Committee on the Judiciary of the Senate appointed a
subcommittee to hear arguments. The American Bar Associa-
tion sent a representative, a learned and distinguished lawyer,
Mr. William L. Putnam, of the Beston bar. He argued in
support of the principle of the resolution.

There also appeared before the committee Mr. Levi Cook,
of the District of Columbia bar, and Mr. Edgar Wallace, legis-
lative representative of the American Federation of Labor. I
ask unanimous consent to incorporate in the Recorp at this
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point the statements of Mr, Cook and Mr, Wallace made before
the subcommittee of the Committee on the Judiciary.

There being no objection, the statements were ordered to be
printed in the Recorp, as follows:

SrarEMeENT OF MR, LEVi COOEB, MEMBER OF SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON
CHANGE OF DATE OF PRESIDENTIAL INAUGUERATION, AMERICAN BAR
AgsociaTioN, WasHINeTON, D. C. .

Mr. Cookp. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, I have
but little to add to Mr. Putnam’s statement. The American Bar Asso-
ciation is committed to this change. The lawghers in their assoclation
meetings have studied this matter, and it i1s their conviction, after a
consideration extending over a period of several years, that such a
change should be made.

From my own observations I feel that the people of the country do
not understand the short session of Congress following the general elec-
tion. That session of Congress has got the reputation for a period of
years of doing very little except to pass the supply bills, not concerning
ftself with great questions of policy that the coun may be interested
in, for the most part because of the inability of the Co during
that short time to give the necessary attention to such augiects.

1 think the Congress itself will be far more efficient with two lon
pgessions in the course of a two-year term, each beginning on the 1st o
January.

As Mr. Putnam has stated, the beginning ,of the presidential term
and the coming in of the Congress on March 4 is in & way an historl-
cal accident and has now become a dangerous anachronism,

I think while it may have applled accidentally to the Congress in
the earlier days, in the first days of the Government under this Con-
stitution, {et the necessities of the times in those days commended the
dates to the people. Travel was difficult. There was not an automg-
bile or an airplane; in fact, we had no railroad trains or steamboats
in those days, and there was not a Burroughs adding machine to count
the election returns. Men in remote ggrts of the country had to send
in their two or three ballots by horseback, over long distances, so that
their votes might be counted. 1 know that in the lifetime of my own
father it was two months after the election of President before they
knew the result in the country at large, particularly in southern Ohlo,
1 mean ; and they did not know who were the Members of the new Con-
gress until a much later time than that.

The times have cempletely changed. What was an accident in the
befiunjng. and thereafter a necessity, has long since ceased to be use-
ful in this country, and has led us now in the year 1922 to a point
where the public at large does not understand why the Congress func-
tions in the way it does after election.

Furthermore, we have had the experience in the t decade of
almost regular extraordinary sessions of Congress to fill the gaps and
make the Congress function as it should function.

The more important acts of Congress are usually passed in September
or October after a long session extending throughout the summer, com-
mencing in March, or perhaps called by the President in April, That
can be avoided by this system. Congress can function promptly after
January 1 and dispatch its business, and, in addition, there can be
some relaxation for the Members of the House and Senate, which will
not only benefit them individually but give them gome more vacation
than they have had and some more opportunity to return to their
homes and mix with their people.

The point that Senator ASHURST mentioned as being one objection
has been studied by some of the persons who have given thoufht to the
subject ; that is, under the present system, cumbersome as it can be,
there is a cooling-out period between the excitement of the campaign
and election and the actual holding of a session, That is an argument
that is without foundation in fact, a criticism that certainly can not be
substantiated. If five months is a good cooling-out period, maybe five
years would be better. We would then have gentlemen coming here so
well cooled out that the toples discussed on the hustings would no
longer be fresh in their minds and they would probably be heating up
on something else, '

Senator ASHURST. If that be true, perhaps a jury should be allowed
a cooling period after hearing evidence in a eriminal case.

Mr. Cooke. Yes; they might be sent home for a year to cool off.

While we can not, perhaps, be gulded by English customs and prece-
dents for this country, it Is none the less fair to take their experience
as illuminating. They have no objection to &olng into a general elec-
tion and then hringmihtheir members to estminster without any
delay. And they have their bitter contests as well -as we. They have
just had an election, which was w warmly contested, indeed. 1
think they have never had any difficuity by way or any radical action
because of the immediate meeting of a new Parliamen

Certainly we can trust the mass of our citizenry to send men to
Senate and House who will be Erepsred to do their duty the day
after election as well as five months after elertion.

If the American people take this amendment and ratify it, they will
themselves be getting what they want in the way of prompt dispatch
of public business by the Congress.

ithout any criticism of the operations of the Congress over a
period of years, 1 feel that it is fair to say, and that the statement
would be fully understood, that the short session of the Congress is not

a good institution, It has been a source of great criticism and it ought

to be abandoned. We ought to have each of the two sessions of the

Congress equall nified, equally able to dispatech bpeublic business in

a deliberate and fair faahioni in the way it should dispatched. As

matters stand now we are driven to the substitute of extra sessions of

Congress to patch out, and we afe practically losing one year.

It is not necessary to comment on the attitude of any individual
Member of House or Senate who may find himself in the short seas-
sion a Member of Congress defeated at the polls. It is possible that
some men, finding themselves in the Congress in that position, are at
least indifferent. -

There is but one other thing T have to add, but because I live in the
District of Columbia 1 have had my attention drawn to it particularly,
There has been discussion from time to time in the city of Washington
as to the propriety of changing the date of the inauguration on account
of the inclemency of the weather on March 4 for a period of many
years. I do not think that should concern the Congress at all in sub-
mitting this amendment. Slush on the strects in Washington one da
in four years certainly ought not to affect public business forever. {
think that idea should be disearded completely as having no bearing
ugﬂonNthtiis great and fundamental question of the legislative system for
t ation,

If it should be decided to inaugurate the President in January, I
think they would find just as crisp and sparkling weather in Washing-
ton as in May. At any rate, it is not a matter of any great importance.

The great and vital thing is that the people of the coun wonld wel-
come and hurriedly indorse a chan fn the system whicirywould allow
their balloting at the polls promptly to be recorded in the presence of
the men they elect in Congress.

I will add, Senator BRANDEGEE, on the date of making the amend-
ment effective, this statement: Of course, when the eighteenth gmend-
ment was submitted it was provided that it should become operative
one year ratification by three-fourths of the States. I do not
question that when the committee comes to deal with the precise
point in this proposed amendment a gimilar provision to that incor-
porated in the eighteenth amendment might be employed which weuld
accomplish precisely the purpose the committee would wish the reso-
Iution to have.

And I might add that the Supreme Court of the United States
scanned that provision with great care and decided it was strictly
proper. And, as Senator PEPPER says, it becomes a part of the Con-
stitution and is effective as such, but speakin intrms?cally in its own
terms it becomes operative at a date so provided.

The CHAIRMAN. Senator PEPPER, are you interested in this question
and will you give us the benefit of your views?

SBenator PEPPER. Mr, Chairman and gentlemen of the subcommittee,
I am Interested in this question, but everything T had to say has been
better said by those who preceded me. Mr. Cooke, I think, has summed
the case up admirably, and I will not attempt to spoil the case by add-
ing anything to what he has said.

'he CHAIEMAN. Does anyone else wish to be heard?

STATEMENT OF MR. EDGAR WALLACE, LEGISLATIVE EEPRESENTATIVE,
AMERICAN FEDERATION OF LaABOR, WASHINGTON, D. C.

Mr. WaLLace, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, I want
to say that the executive council has taken cognizance of this resolution
and favor the Igrlndp:u of it. We recognize that there may be some
difference of opinion as to the language, but we are confident that you
gentlemen can fix that to the best advantage,

We favor the principle because we belleve immediate steps ought
to be taken to make the change that seems to be the unanimous wlfsh
of everyone I have spoken to, in all walks of life.

Probably at the time the Constitution was written it was necessary
to allow the long time to elapse between election and actual entry
upon the duties of the office, as provided in the Constitution, That
wis the time of the stage coach, and when it was only possible to trans-
mit ideas by word of mouth or by bandwriting. It was a slow and
laborious method of doing business, and it was necessary, no doubt, to
have a considerable time elati)se.

But that dday and generation has passed. It Is the opinion of the
American Federation of Labor that immediate steps ought to be taken
to submit this very desirable amendment to the States.

I believe that is about all I have to say.

The CHAIRMAN. Does anyone else desire to be heard? [After a
pause.] If not, the hearing will be considered as closed and the
subcommittee will adjourn.

MEMORANDUM IN REGARD TO A CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT SHORTENING
THE TIME WHICH ELAPSES BETWEEN THE ELECTION AND THE INAUGU-
RATION OF THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES AND ABOLISHING
THE BHORT BESSION OF THE OLD CONGRESS, PREPARED FOR SUBMIS-
SION TO THE SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY OF
THE SENATE.

The American Bar Association is a conservative body whose members
love and reverence the Constitution and are reluctant to change it.

They were led to consider- this change because the present Constitu-
tion seemed to them to contain a weakness and a source of ‘danger
which might not be generally obvious, and that it was the duty of
the association as lawyers to call this danger to the attention of the
President and Congress in order that it might be dealt with ecalmly
and in a nonpartisan spirit by the friends of the Congtitution.

It seems better to us to have the Constitution amended carefully by
skillful hands rather than to run the risk of its being found wanting
at some eritical time and subjected to unfriendly attack and perhaps
mutilation. In 1917, therefore, the bar association appointed a speclal
committee to consider this ciuesuon. During the war the committee
was not very active, but in 1919 and 1920 t eg reported favorably to
the change and their reports were approved by the assoclation. In
1921 at the request of the committee the association passed the fol-
lowil#h resolution ;

2 ereas the association at its last meeting passed a resolution
favoring such action as would lead to the dates of the election and of
the inauguration of the President of the United States being brought
nearer together and to the abandonment of the short session of the
old Congress; and

“ Whereas it is deemed desirable to express further the sense of this
association that as far as practicable there should be the shortest pos-
gible interval between the mandate of power and the assumption of
regponsibility thereunder : Now, therefore, be it

“ Resolved, That it is desirable—

1. That Congress should come into being immediately upon its
election and that the ensuing session of Congress should be a session
of the new Congress and not of the old one,

2, That the electors should meet at the earliest practicable date
to cast their votes for President and Vice President.

“3. That the Congress should meet at the earliest practicable date
to count the votes for President and Vice President.

“ 4, That the President and Vice President should be Inaugurated
thereafter without an%_ unnecessary lapse of time.” (Reports of Ameri-
can Bar Association, Vol, XLVI, 1921, p. 76.)

It is reasonably clear that the framers of the Constitution intended
the new Congress and not the old one to assemble in December after
they were elected. Throughout the debate on this particular clause of
the Constitution which will be found in IT Farrand's Constitutional
Convention, pages 194 to 200, this intention is shown. For example,
a suggestion was made that May instead of December should be the
date of the assembling of Congress in order that the latest advices
from Eurcope might be at hand, but this suggestion was defeated on the
argument of Mr, Randolph that * the time—the States’ elections—
with which the elections of the national Representatives woulgd no
doubt be made to coineide, would sult better with December rhan
May." (II Farrand, p. 200.) If it had been the old Congress who
were to assemble the exact times when they were to be elected would
have been immaterial. The fact that December was chosen as the date
for the convening of Congress becaunse the time sulted better with the
time of the election shows not omly that it was intended that it
ghould be the new Congress which assembled in December but that the
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framers believed in having the new Congress assemble reasonably soom
after it was elected.

The date on which the new Constitution should go into effect was
not fixed by the Constitutional Convention because it was dependent on
the action of the States in ratifying the Constitution. The date was
fixed by the old Continental Congress, and they fixed the first Wednes-
day in March, 1789, which happened to be the 4th of March, as the
time for commencing i)rueeedlngs under the new Constitution.
nal of (.;ongress, vol. 13, p. 141, and also H. R, 121, p. 5, 61st
2d mess.

A quornm of Congress was not present on March 4 and did not arrive
until April 6, 1789, on which date the votes were counted by the new
Congress and Washington and Adams were declared elected President
and Vice President resgectivcly, and Washington was inaugurated
President on April, éo, 1789. Toward the close of Washington's first
administration Congress passed an act declaring (sec. 12) * that
the term of four years for which a President and Vice President shall
be elected shall in all cases commence on the 4th day of March next
succeeding the day on which the votes of the electors shall have been
given.” %Act of March 1, 1798, I Stat. L. p. 239 et seq.)

As Washington and Adams took their oaths of office on April 30,
1789, this act shortened their terms by nearly two months. The act,
however, was never called in guestion.

In this curious way it came about that in the case of the first elec-
tion of Washington it was ‘the newly elected Congress which counted
the votes but that thereafter it was always the old Congress which
counted the votes for President.

. This was brought about by shortening the terms of Washington and
Adams without correspondingly shortening the terms of the ngress-
men elected during the same year. '

All the committees of the bar association who have considered this
matter have been of the a%nlon that it wounld not be wise to try to
shorten the terms of the President, Vice President, or Congressmen
without a constitutional amendment. The constitutional amendment
is, however, of an administrative character and would operate only on
the terms of one President and Vice President and one set of Congress-
men. The reasons which have led us to recommend this change are
in general the same which would lead any business man or manufac-
turg corporation which had decided to change its general manager
to mfke the change as promptly as possible. People holding office who
know they have lost the confidence of their employer or constituents
have necessarily lost a great part of their usefulness,

Now that the United States has come into close contact with other
nations, situations uently arise which require prompt and firm
handling so that the danger from the present situation is becoming

very great.

‘{’e firmly believe that if President Lincoln had been inaugurated in
January instead of March the Civil War might have been avoided.
Lincoln’s kind and sagacious diplomacy and his trustworthy character
would probably have so soothed the Virginia legislators that that
State would never have seceded and that there would have been no
war. With this terrible example in our history of the dangerous hazards
that may attend the present interval between the election and the
inauguration of the President, we feel that steps should be immediately
taken to remedy the defeet.

WiLLiam L. PuTsaM,

Levi CooKE.

(Whereupon at 11 o'clock and 25 minutes a. m. the subcommittee
adjourned.)

Mr. ASHURST. I would also include the illuminating paper
and able speech of Mr. Putnam, of the Boston bar, but his
statement and speech was so broken by interruptions that I
(I}l(;x; not feel justified in taking so much of the space of the

ORD.

Mr. President, the Constitution, Article II, section 1, or-
daing that the President and Vice President shall hold office
for the term of four years, but does not provide when the
terms shall commence., The only recognition of the 4th of
March succeeding the day of a presidential election as the day
of the commencement of the terms of the President and Vice
President is the provision in the twelfth amendment to the
Constitution, effective September 25, 1804, that—
if the House of Representatives shall not choose a President whenever
the ri?ht of choice shall devolve upon them before the 4th day of March
next following, then the Vice President shall act as President, as in the
case of the death or other constitutional disability of the President,

This would probably be construed to be a provision that ‘the
term of the President expired on the 4th of March after a presi-
dential election—that a vacancy then exists—in which event
the then Vice President succeeded to the office.

The time when the presidential electors should be elected, and
the date on which they shall meet and give their vote is, by
Article IT, section 1, of the Constitution, left to the diseretion of
Congress, with the restriction that the day of voting shall be
the same throughout the United States. An act was passed
February 8, 1887, requiring them to meet and give their vote on
the second Monday in January next after their appointment, in
such place in each State as the legislature thereof shall direct;
which vote, duly certified, to be delivered to the President of the
Senate before the first Wednesday in February, and be can-
vassed by Congress, in joint session, on the second Wednesday
in February thereafter.

The Constitution, while providing that Representatives shall
hold their offices for two years (Art. I, sec. £) and Senators for
six years (Art. I, sec. 3), does not provide when the terms shall
commence,

The commencement of the terms of the first President and
Vice President, and of the Senators and Representatives com-
posing the first Congress, was fixed by a resolution of Congress
adopted September 13, 1788, providing * that the first Wednes-

ong.,
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day in March next—which happened to be the 4th day of
March—be the time for commencing proceedings under the
Constitution.”

Congress has provided (act of Mar. 1, 1792, Rev. Stat., sec,
152) that the terms of the President and Vice President shall
commerce on the 4th day of March next succeeding the day on
which the votes of the electors have been given, but there seems
to be no statutes enacted since the adoption of the Constitution
fixing the commencement of the terms of Senators and Repre-
sentatives.

The Constitution is proposed to be amended by the resolution
as follows:

1. The terms of the President and Vice President, by the first
section, are made to commence on the third Monday in January
instead of the 4th day of March succeeding the election of
electors.

The electors are required, by the second section, to meet and
cast their vote on the second Monday In December succeeding
their appointment; the vote to be filed with the President of
the Senate before the first Monday in January thereafter, and
the Congress to meet, in joint session, to open and count the
same on the second Monday in January succeeding. The Con-
gress, however, is authorized to change these dates.

The provisions of this section are entirely new, the present
Constitution having left these matters entirely fo the discretion
of Congress, and are for the purpose of preventing confusion in
putting the first section into effect.

3. The terms of Senators and Representatives are, by a third
section, made to commence on the first Monday in January fol-
lowing their election.

This provision is new, and although there is no provision in
the present Constitution fixing when the terms of Senators and
Representatives shall commence, yet those providing that their
terms shall be six and two years entitle those now in office
and hereafter to be elected to hold for two years after the
4th of March suecceeding their election, the day when the first
Senators and Representatives were qualified under the Consti-
tution, and their terms can not be changed without a constitu-
tional provision.

4. The fourth section merely changes the second paragraph of
section 4 of Article I of the Constitution, in effect, so as to
provide that Congress shall meet each year, commencing on
the first Monday of January instead of the first Monday in
December,

5. The provisions of section 5 are temporary, and for the pur-
pose merely of putting into effect the material provisions by
shortening the terms of the President and Vice President, and
Senators and Representatives, to the extent of the periods be-
tween the dates fixed by the resolution for the commencement
of the terms of these officers hereafter, and the 4th of March
succeeding said dates.

Under the present law Congress does not convene in regular
session until 13 months after the election of its Members.
There was some reason for such a provision at the time of the
formation of our Government, as it then took a long time to
ascertain the results of elections and to reach the Capitol
from remote parts of the country. But there is no excuse what-
ever now, since the most distant States of the Union are within
a few days' travel of Washington.

Senators heretofore have been elected by the legislatures of
the States in January, and sometimes not until February or
March. But since the adoption of the seventeenth amendment
to the Constitution, by which Senators are to be elected by
the people, probably at the November election, it becomes
opportune for Congress to convene in January following.
The convening of Congress on the first Monday of Decem-
ber, as at present, is inopportune, as adjournment for the
Christmas holidays Is always taken and many Members go
to their homes, returning late, which precludes any real work
until January.

The reasons for the adoption of the proposed amendment are
these:

First. Congress should at the earliest practicable time en-
act—within the limits of the Constitution—the principles
of the majority of the people, as expressed in the election
of each Congress. That is why the Constitution requires
the election of a new Congress every two years. If it be
not to reflect the sentiment of the people these frequent elec-
tions have no meaning nor purpose. Any evasion of this is sub-
versive of the fundamental prineiple of our Government, that
the majority shall rule. No other nation has its legislative
body convene so long after the expression of the people upon
governmental questions.

During the campaign preceding a congressional election the
great questions that divide the political parties are discussed
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for the purpose of defermining the policy of the Govern-
ment and of having the sentiments of the majority crystalized
into legislation. It seems to be trifling with the rights of the
people when their mandates can not be obeyed within a reason-
able time, It is unfair to an administration that the legisla-
tion which it thinks so essential to the prosperity of the
country should be so long deferred. It is true an extraordi-
nary session may be called early, but such sessions are limited
zenerally to one or two subjects, which of necessity make for
enormous waste of the time of each House, waiting for the
other to consider and pass the measures.

Second. As the law is at the present time, the second regular
gession does not convene until after the election of the suc-
ceeding Congress. As an election often changes the political
complexion of a Congress, under the present law many times
we have the injustice of a Congress that has been disapproved
by the people enacting laws for the people opposed to their
last expression. BSuch a condition does violence to the rights
of the majority. A Member of the House of Representatives
can barely get started in his work until the time arrives for
the nominating convention of his district. He has aecom-
plished nothing, and hence has made no record upon which to
go before his party or his people. This is an injustice both to
the Members and to the people. The record of a Representa-
tive should be completed before he asks an indorsement of his
course,

Third. Under the present system a contest over a seat in the
House of Representatives is seldom, if ever. decided until more
than half the term, and in many instances until a period of 22
months of the term has expired. For all that time the occu-
pant of the seat draws the salary, and when his opponent is
seated he also draws the salary for the full term; thus the
Government pays for the representation from that district
twice. But that is not the worst feature of the situation; dur-
ing all of that time the district is being misrepresented, at least
politically, in Congress.

By Congress meeting the first Monday in January suceceed-
4ng the elections, contested-election cases can be disposed of at
least during the first six months of the Congress.

Fourth. The President and Vice President should enter upon
the performance of their duties as soon as the new Congress can
count the electoral votes. The newly elected governors of the
Btates are inducted into office as soon as the new legislatures
of the States canvass the votes and declare their election. It
is the old Congress which now counts the electoral votes. It is
dangerous to permit the defeated party to retain control of the
machinery by whieh guch important officers are declared elected.

In the event that no candidate for President recelves a ma-
jority of the electoral votes, the Constitution provides that the
House of Representatives shall elect the President, each State
having one vote. At the present time it is the old Congress
that elects the President upnder snch eontingency, and thereby
it becomes possible for a political party repudiated by the
peaple to elect a President who was defeated at the election.
Under the present provision of the Constitution, in the event
the House fails to choose a President before the 4th of March,
then the Vice President then in office becomes President for
four years. This affords a temptation hy mere delay to defeat
the will of the people, and If it is ever exercised it will likely
produce a revolution.

It is true that January weather might be inclement for
an innugural parade, but that is a reason too insignificant to
constitute an argnment against a constifutional amendment
which promises so much for good government. Nearly all the
governors of the States are inaugurated in January. The pomp
and ceremony which usually attend the coronations of monarchs
are at least not necessary to a republic,

But, Mr. President, even greater in importance than advane-
ing the date for the inauguration of President and Vice Presi-
dent is our duty to submit a constitutional amendment so that
the people themselves in some manner may have an opportunity
to be heard upon the ratification of amendments.

. Mr. President, in the Sixty-sixth Congress the Senator from

Connecticut [Mr. Branpegee] introduced a proposed amendment
to the Constitution, as follows:

Resolved by the Senate and House o tatives of the United
Btates of America in Congress nmubrm (two thirds of each House

concurring therein), That Article V of the Constituﬁon
Btates hwhereby l}nded to read as follows, to wit: 08 S atind

“ARTICLE V,
“ The Ccmg:rus, whenever two-thirds of both Houses shall deem It
emnaa!mll pose amendments to this Constitution, or on the
ap’p‘iicl. n of the lui.shltur of two-thirds of the neverl.l States shall
1 a eonvention for propoain amendments, which. éiother use.

ghall be valld to all Intents and purposes, as of
when ratified within dxmutromthedahm 'propu-.lbytho

legislamres of three-fourths of the several States, or hy conventions in
three-fourths thereof, or by the electors in three-fourths thereof, as
the mode of ratification may be proposed by the Congress: Provided,
That no State, without its consent, shall be deprived of its’ equal suf-
frage in the Senate.”

This amendment was reported favorably from the Senate
Committee on the Judiciary.

We have had 19 amendments to the Federal Constitution.
I will consider the first 10 amendments as a part and parcel of
the original Constitution, because when the Constitution was
ratified it was upon the implied, in some cases express, under-
standing that these Bill of Rights amendments would be adopted.
They were proposed and submitted by the First Congress on the
15th of September, 1789, They were 12 in number. The third,
fourth, fifth, sixth, seventh, eighth, ninth, tenth, eleventh, and
twelfth were ratified by the required number of States within
exactly two years and three months. But No. 1 and No. 2 are
still pending, and on the 15th day of next September will have
been pending 134 years.

Congress, in submitting the pmhibltion amendment, laid a
limit upon the time within which the States could ratify.

Amendments have been brought about by “ amendment epochs.”.

The eleventh and twelfth amendments were adopted in the
10-year period between 1794 and 1804, the twelfth having been
brought about by the unfortunate tie in the Electoral College
between Thomas Jefferson and Aaron Burr. Call that the first
amendment epoch. Then, notwithstanding the fact that many
scores of amendments were introduced in Congress and two
were proposed between 1804 and 1864, no amendment was
adopted; thus there was a 60-year period of immobility with
respect to amending our Federal Constitution.

Then came the second amendment epoch, which began in 1865
and lasted until 1875. In that 10-year period the thirteenth,
fourteenth, and fifteenth amendments were proposed and adopted.

Then came nearly 40 years of immoblility, and then came
the sixteenth, seventeenth, eighteenth, and nineteenth amend-
ments—the third amendment epoch, 1900 to 1923—showing that
these amendments move in cycles,

The Federal Constitution conserves and protects all that real
Americans hold precious; it should not be changed by legisla-
tive caucus.

There is not a State in the Federal Union whose constitution
may be amended by the State legislature. The State of Dela-
ware Is an apparent but not a real exception, as Delaware
requires that an amendment to the State constitution must be
proposed by at least two-thirds of one legislature, then there
must be notice to the electors for a certain period before the
next election, so that if they desire they can express their
will at the polls upon the proposition, then the amendment
must be ratified by a second legislature by a two-thirds vote,
which gives them an indirect vote. The various State consti-
tutions may be amended only by the electorate of the State.
How utterly archaic, therefore, it is to deny the electorate an
opportunity to express itself upon the proposed change in our
fundamental law.

If the consent of the voters be required to alter and amend
a State constitution, a fortiori, the vote of the people should be
required to change the Federal Constitution,

It is vital to our American system that the voter should have
an opportunity to say at the ballot box under what form of
government he desires to live.

If you are not willing that the State legislatures should
choose United States Senators, for a much stronger reason the
Btate legislatures should not change your fundamental law.

Every argument in favor of the electlon of Senators by a
direct vote of the people is a stronger argument in favor of
consulting the people on constitutional amendments.

I favored the amendments providing for the income tax, dl-
rect election of Senators, prohibition, and woman suffrage. I
believe they were wise amendments, and that they were in re-
sponse to the deliberate judgment and progressive thought of a
vast majority of our countrymen; indeed, I believe those
amendments were demanded by the people and were not forced
upon the people. My belief, unfortunately, does not settle the
question; for the stubborn fact exists that millions of our
countrymen thoroughly believe that the prohibition and woman-

amendments were adopted by cunning, by craftiness
and indirection, and that the Congress and the State legisla-
tures were either browbeaten into voting for the amendments
or were induced to do so by an insidious lobby. It is my
opinion that if a referendum to the people on the prohibition
and woman-suffrage amendments could have been had, each
amendment would have been adopted and ratified by the
electors. We should, therefore, take the requisite steps to
preclude in the future a recurrence of such discontent and
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suspicion by providing a means by which the electors of each
State may pass upon amendments to the Federal Constitution.

Mr. President, there are 435 Members of the House of Rep-
resentatives and 96 Members of the Senate, in all 531. I ask
unanimous consent to include in the Recorp, as a part of my
remarks, a statement showing the number of State senators,
number of members of the house or assembly, as the case may
be, in the State legislatures.

There being no objection, the statement was ordered to be
printed in the Recorp as follows:

Number of members in State legislatures according to the year 1919,

Senate. | Houseor

iassembly.

BEENeEEEREs2t 42 EEEEREEERREEaBananEaE

I P e e S L P P BN E P S YL P PP P RS

o

Menbers of SERALD . . ....c..ccorenmarsrmasrnssremsasnsasnrsssssasnsnn M T 1,760
Members of houses of ASSETDBIY .+« voiueeeeieazciirnasnssasannacans siiressaneava U088

¢ 3 W gl oy el S TAT ALL D SN Ll e T eene 7,408

So we have a total of 7,403 members of the State legislatures,
according to the figures for the year 1919—not two-thirds but a
bare majority of that 7,400 men—may pass upon an amend-
ment to the Constitution.

We find ourselves in this posture: Two-thirds of the Congress
and a majority of the 7,400, or about 4,500 men, pass upon the
destiny of the most advanced people that ever lived in the tide
of times. We set ourselves up as the leader among the nations
in thought and as responsive to the people’s will, and yet 4,500
men, if they saw fit, could Prussianize the Republic.

It is startling to investigate and then reflect upon the perils
that have come and that in the future may come by a continued
failure to set a time limit within which a proposed amendment
may be ratified.

Four different amendments duly proposed by the Congress are
now pending before the States for their action. These amend-
ments are as follows:

One, proposed September 15, 1789, 184 years ago, relating to
enumeration and representation :

ArticLe 1. After the first enumeration required by the first article
of the Constitution there shall be one Representative for every 20,000
until the number shall amount to 100, after which the proportion shall
be so regulated by Congress that there shall be not less than 100 Rep-
resentatives, nor less than 1 Representative for every 40,000 per-
sons, until the number of Representatives shall amount to 200, sgter
which the proportion shall be so regulated by Congress that there shall

not less than 200 Representatives nor more than 1 Representative
for every 50,000 persons.

Another, proposed September 15, 1789, 134 years ago, relatlng
to compensation of Members of Congress:

Art, II. No law varying the compensation for the services of the
Senators and Representatives shall take effect until an election of Rep-
resentatives sh have intervened.

Another, proposed May 1, 1810, 113 years ago, to prohibit
citizens of the United States from accepting presents, pensions,
or titles from princes or from foreign powers:

If any citizen of the United States shall accept, claim, receive, or re-
tain any title of nobility or honor, or shall, without the consent of
Congress, accept and retain any present, pension, office, or emolument
of any kind whatever, from any emperor, Hmi; rince, or foreign
power, such person shall cease to a citizen of the {Tnited States, and
shall be incapable of holding any office of trust or profit under them, or
elther of them.

Another, proposed March 2, 1861, 62 years ago, known as the
Corwin amendment, prohibiting Congress from interfering with
glavery within the States:

No amendment shall be made to the Constitution which will anthor-
ize or give to Congress the power to abolish or interfere, within any
State, with the domestic institutions thereof, including that of persons
held to labor or service by the laws of said State. (f2 Stat. 23‘1!..'!

On September 15, 1789, 12 constitutional amendments were
proposed by the First Congress. The requisite number of States
ratified proposed articles numbered 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, and
12 within exactly two years and three months, whilst Nos. 1
and 2, although proposed 134 years ago, have not, according to
the latest available returns, received favorable action by the
requisite number of States and are yet before the American
people, or the States, rather, have been for 134 years, and are
now subject to ratification or rejection by the States. After
those two proposed amendments, to wit, Nos. 1 and 2, had been
in nubilous—* in the clouds "—for 84 years, the Ohio State Sen-
ate in 1873, In response to a tide of indignation that swept over
the land in opposition to the so-called * back-salary grab,” resur-
rected proposed amendment No. 2 and passed a resolution of
ratification through the State senate. No eriticism can be
vigited upon the Ohio Legislature that attempted to ratify the
amendment proposed in 1789, and if the amendment had been
freshly proposed by Congress at the timé of the * back-salary
grab,” instead of having been drawn forth from musty tomes,
where it had so long lain idle, stale, and dormant, other States
:lou{:stgiss would have ratified it during the period from 1873
(1] +

Thus it would seem that a period of 134 years, or 84 years,
within which a State may act is altogether too long, and I will
support a proposition limiting the time to 6, 8, or 10 years
within which a State may act under a particular submission, so
that we will not hand down to posterity a conglomerate mass of
amendments floating around in a cloudy, nebulous haze, which
a State here may resurrect and ratify, and a State there may
galvanize and ratify.

We ought to have homogeneous, steady, united exertion, and
certainly we should have contemporaneous action with reference
to these various proposed amendments. Judgment on the case
should be rendered within the ordindry lifetime of those inter-
ested in bringing about the change in our fundamental law.
Final action should be had while the discussions and arguments
are within the remembrance of those who are called upon to act.

There is still another reason why a time limit should be set:
When the 12 amendments were submitted in 1789 there were
only 13 States. Vermont had not been admitted, if I remember
correctly.

Question: Should three-fourths of the States then in the
Union or three-fourths of those now in the Union be the test
as to what shall be the number required for ratification?

The amendment proposed on May 1, 1810, was submitted to
the States under interesting and peculiar auspices and was as
follows:

If any citizen of the United States shall accept, claim, receive, or
retain any title of nobility or honor, or ghall, thout the consent of
C ngres:;l accegt and retaln any present, pension, office, or emolument
of any kind whatever from any emperor, king. prince, or forelgn power,
such person shall cease to be a citizen of the United States and shall be
g;c:ggxhnle of holding any office of trust or profit under them, or either

What was . the reason for -that proposed amendment? It
iz probable that the Congress which submitted the amendment
believed that when officials accept presents of great value
they dissolve the pearl of independence in the vinegar of
obligation.

Unfortunately, the annals of Congress and contemporary
newspapers do not give any of the debate upon this interesting
proposition. The only light thrown upon the subject by the
annals is the remark of Mr. Macon, who said “he considered
the vote on this guestion as deciding whether or not we were
to have members of the Legion of Honor in this country.”
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What event connected with our diplomatic or political history
suggested the need of such an amendment is not now apparent,
but it is possible that the presence of Jerome Bonaparte in this
country a few years previous, and his marriage to a Maryland
lady, may have suggested this measure,

An article in Niles's Register (vol. 72, p. 166), written many
yeurs after this event, refers to an amendment having been
adopted to prevent any but native-born citizens from being
President of the United States. This is, of course, a mistake,
as the Constitution in its original form contained such a provi-
sion; but it may be possible that the circumstances referred to
by the writer in Niles relate to the passage of this amendment
throngh Congress in regard to titles of nobility. The article
referred to maintains that at the time Jerome Bonaparte was
in this country the Federalist Party, as a political trick, affect-
ing to apprehend that Jerome might find his way to the Presi-
dency through “French influence,” proposed the amendment,
The Federalists thought the Democratic Party would oppose
it as unnecessary, which would thus appear to the public as a
further proof of their subserviency to French influence. The
Democrats, to avoid this imputation, concluded to carry the
amendment. “It can do no harm” was what reconciled it
to all.

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, may I interrupt the Senator?

Mr. ASHURST, I yield.

Mr. CARAWAY. Even in those days there were some “ four-
flushers.”

Mr. ASHURST. I recognize the term; I know the nomen-
clature whence it comes, and “ four-flushers” I think there
were at that time,

That amendment was submitted 113 years ago, and it was
ratified within two years by Maryland, Kentucky, Ohio, Dela-
ware, Pennsylvania, New Jersey, Vermont, Tennessee, Georgia,
North Carolina, Massachusetts, and New Hampshire. It was
rejected by two or three of the States. At one period of our
national life the school-book histories and the public men stated
that it was a part of our organic law, because in the early days
of our Government the Secretary of State did nof send mes-
sages to Congress announcing ratification or promulgate to the
public any notice whatever as to when an amendment became
a part of the Constitution. I have caused the journals, records,
and files in the Department of State to be searched, and there
may not be found any notice of any proclamation or promulga-
tion of the ratification of the first 10 amendments to the Con-
stitution. The States assumed—it was not an unwarranied or
violent assumption—that when the requisite number of States
had ratified an amendment it was then and there a part of our
organic law.

When the War between the States began to throw its shadow
over the land, men rushed here and there with a compromise to
heal the breach, if possible, and tried to avert the shock that
was apparently about to come to our governmental structure.

Expedient after expedient was proposed, and just before the
adjournment of Congress—to wit, on March 2, 1861—the fol-
lowing amendment, known as the Corwin amendment, to the
Constitution of the United States was proposed to the States,
and it read as follows:

No amendment shall be made to the Constitution which will author-
ize or give to Congress the power to abolish or interfere, within any
State, with the domestic inlt?ot'uﬂonn thereof, including that of ns
held to labor or service by the laws of said State. (12 Stat. 251.) Pro-
posed by Congress March 2, 1861,

That amendment was proposed by Congress on the 2d of

March, 1861, and I warrant there are not 5,000 people in the
United States to-day who know that such an amendment is now
pending before the wvarious States of the Union for their rati-
fication. The amendment was ratified by the State of Ohio
and by the State of Maryland through their legislatures and
by the State of Illinois in 1862 by a convention.
' Thus we perceive that a system which permits of no limita-
tion as to the time when an amendment may not be voted upon
by the State is not fair to posterity nor to the present genera-
tion. It keeps historians, publishers, and annalists, as well as
the general public, constantly in doubt.

Having searched closely as to whether there is in the Consti-
tution itself any expressed or implied limitation as to when an
amendment may not be adopted, I am driven irresistibly to the
conclusion that an amendment to the Constitution, once having
been duly proposed, although proposed September 15, 1789,
could not be recalled even by the unanimous vote of both
Houses, if the Congress wished the same recalled, because the
power to submit an amendment is specifically pointed out; but
‘no power is given to reeall it, and silence is negation.

1 am not without authority on this subject, and I shall in-
clude in the Recorp some data I have collected on this subject.

Mr. CARAWAY, Mr. President, may I interrupt the Sen-
|ator?

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Mosks in the chair). Does
the Senator from Arizona yield to the SBenator from Arkansas?

Mr. ASHURST. I do.

Mr. CARAWAY. While the Senator is discussing that sub-
ject, does he recall the rather interesting decision of the court
that a State that refuses to ratify may afterwards ratify, but
a State that has once ratified can not recede?

Mr. ASHURST.  Yes. I will discuss that,

Mr. CARAWAY, All right.

Mr. ASHURST. Of course, I am only giving my own opin-
ion now; but I am of opinion that a State which rejects a pro-
posed amendment may, of course, at any time thereafter ratify
the same, and that a State which adopts or ratifies a proposed
amendment may withdraw its ratification, provided it with-
draws such ratification before the required number of States
shall have ratified. That is fo say, if 36 States are necessary
to a ratification, and State A -ratifies and becomes the thirty-
sixth to do so, manifestly it can not thereafier withdraw its
ratification; but if the 36 States were necessary, and State A
were the thirty-fifth or the twentieth State to ratify, it could
withdraw that ratification when its withdrawal would not
be determinative of the resuit.

As a little thumb-nail sketch, as a vignette of many things
that took place with reference to the fifteenth amendment, let
me read now from a statement that was read to the Committee
on the Judiciary by Mr. Caperton Braxton, of Staunton, Va.
I can not read it all; it would be too long; but it is an inter-
esting paper, and Senators will find their time well repaid to
read it all

THE FIFTEENTH AMENDMENT—AN ACCOUNT OF ITS ENACTMENT.
[By A. Caperton Braxtom, of Staunton, Va.]

“If the passage of this amendment through Congress was
unseemly, its ratification by the State legislature was, in sev-
eral instances, at least, nothing short of scandalous.

“The amendment passed the Senate rather late Friday night,
February 26, 1869. The next morning, as soon as the enrolled
resolution was signed by the Presiding Officer, it was tele-
graphed by Congressman Sydney Clarke to the Legislature of
Kansas, then on the point of adjournment. His telegram, en-
tirely unofficial, was received by the legislature during its
afternoon session, and that very evening, in less than 24 hours
after the amendment had passed Congress, long before it had
been certified to the States for action, and before anyone in
Kansas had even seen it (other than Clarke's telegraphie copy),
the legislature of that State ratified it. The people of Kansas,
at the polls about a year previous, had voted against negro
suffrage by a majority of 2 to 1

“ Benator Stewart, of Nevada, was, if anything, more anxious
than Congressman Clarke, of Kansas, to obtain action by exist-
ing legislatures before the people conld make themselves heard.
The State of Nevada had very recently adopted a constitution
which restricted suffrage to ‘ white’' men. The people of that
State, like those of California and Oregon, were overwhelm-
ingly opposed to an extension of the elective franchise to any
but white men—not so much for fear of the negro as of the
Chinese vote. It was generally conceded among the radieal
press that Nevada would certainly reject the amendment, but
they underrated the resources of their own generals. Late
Friday night, as soon as the Presiding Officer had announced
that 39 votes was two-thirds of a Senate of 66 Members, Sen-
ator Stewart, impressed with the fact just stated by him to the
Senate that the legislatures were waiting to ratify the amend-
ment, and that if it was not done by them, and at once, the
whole thing would be lost, caused the Secretary of the Senate,
without even waiting for the resolution to be enrolled or signed,
to telegraph it to the Legislatures of Nevada and Louisiana,
to which telegrams he and three others added a message urging
the immediate ratification by the legislatures,

“This remarkable dispatch did not reach Nevada till the next
morning, Saturday, when the legislature at once endeavored to
comply with its instructions, but they were not quite so docile
as in Kansas, and did not sueceed until Monday morning,
March 1, 1869, when they ratified the amendment against a
strong written protest of thé minority, including Republicans
and Democrats. This protest insisted, among other things, that
the amendment had not received the econstitutional two-thirds
majority in the Federal Senate; that the Legislature of Nevada
had as yet no official knowledge of the proposed amendment
(the telegraphie report of it being, as it afterwards transpired,
materially incorrect) ; that the people of Nevada should be
given an opportunity to be heard upon it, and that the people, by
voting the Republican ticket for President, had just within a
few months past ratified the deelaration of the Republican
platform of May, 1868, that the control by loyal States of their
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suffrage laws should not be interfered with. But all this was
as baying at the moon, and Nevada was recorded as the second
State ratifying the fifteenth amendment.

“ The records of the Legislature of Missouri fall to show how
that body was informed of the passage of the fifteenth amend-
ment in Congress; the newspapers of the day said some one
heard of it by telegram, This was enough; accordingly, that
legislature, early Monday morning, March 1, 1869, suspended
their rules and ratified what they thought was the amendment,
but it turned out, after they had that the thing
they ratified was not the amendment at all and so they had to
ratify all over again when they next assembled.

Mr. OVERMAN. The Senator will put that in the Rrcomn.
It is in our hearings.

Mr. ASHURST. It is so long that I hesitate to include the
entire article in the Recorp. 1t is, as I say, from a statement
made by Mr. Caperton Braxton, of Staunton, Va., respeeting
the fifteenth amendment. 5

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, is the Senator going to dis-
cuss also the fact that some of the States that ratified the
fifteenth amendment were required to do so before they were
pernitied to be States?

Mr. ASHURST. I am not so familiar with that as the
Senator probably is, and I had not intended to discuss it

Mr. CARAWAY. A State, being declared out of the Unien,
was told that it could get back only by ratifying the amend-
ment, which it had to do as a State when it was not a Btate.

Mr. ASHURST. That is true.

Mr. CARAWAY. It is interesting in this eonnection.

Mr. ASHURST. It has been stated that the inclemency of
the weather on the third Monday of January is such that it
would not make an inanguration a pleasant function. It so
happens that I have caused the records to be examined, and
find that the third Monday of January is usually more pleas-
ant than the 4th of March.

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, I rather imagine the people
would be willing to ratify a new President now in any kind
of weather.

Mr. ASHURST. T almost despair of securing at this session
of the Congress the snbmission of this amendment which I
have introduced. Animadversions have been made upon the
present system of permitting hold-over or lame-duck Members of
Congress to make Jaws. As te that feature of the argument,
on this side there are some members going out of the Senate
whom we all ardentiy wish were going te continue here. Those
on this side who leave us on the 4th of March may have succes-
sors, but their places will not easily be filled.

I am, however, encouraged by the thought that the clrcum-
stance which led te the formation of the Federal Constitution
was the debility of the Continental Congress. There is no Amer-
iean but who thrills when he reads of the Continental Congress,
After the Revolutionary War was over, that inept Continental
Congress proved even more inept and ineficient, and as time
went on that ineptitude progressively inereased, and that was
what in some measure caused the formation of the Federal
Constitution.

The last thing, and surely one of the great things which the
Continental Congress did, was performed by lame-duck Mem-
bers of the Continental Congress. They adopted and passed
the Ordinance of 1787, setting up the machinery whereby we
now have five great States as monuments to the liberality and
generosity of Virginia, and the General Government as a whole,
and the bringing of those five States inmto being proved to be
the action whieh I believe was the last important aet of the
Continental Congress,

So it is here to-day. Those Members who, through the muta-
tions of politics or because they have constitueneies, such as
Aristides had, are about to leave us, could do no more worthy
thing, could do no greater thing for their country and for their
Government, than to help us submit the amendment which will
provide that in the case of all amendments hereafter submitted
the people shall be consulted, that there shall be a vote of the
people in each State, and that in respect to the election of Presi-
dent and Senators and Representatives, as soon as may be with
decency and with propriety the newly elected official shall be
inaugurated to take up the burden and to begin the work of the
people.

I hope that those who on the 4th of Marech will leave us, as
we in our turn on some 4th of March shall also leave here, will
become profoundly impressed with the importance of rendering
this most signal service to this Republie, by helping us to sub-
mit these amendments I have outlined.

1 ask unanimous consent to insert in the Recorp some data
respecting the ratification of the various amendments fo the
Constitution.

| reasonableness

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair
hears none, and it is so ordered.
The matter referred to is as follows:
D1SCUSSION OF CONSTITUTIONAL QUESTIONS INVOLVED.
(Jameson. )

Bec. B85.' VI. Two further questions may be considered: (1) When
Congress has submitted amendments to the States, can it recall them?
and (2) How long are amendments thus submitted open to adoption or
rejection by the States?

1. The first question must, we think, receive a negative answer.
Congress has submitted amendments at the time deemed by itself or its
constituents desirable to concede to that body the power of afterwards
recalling them would be to give to it that of definitely rejecting such
amendments, since the recall would withdraw them from the considera-
tion of the States amd thus render their adoi:uon impossible. However
this may be, it is enough to ify a tive answer to say that the
Federal Cosstitution, from ch alone Congress derives its power to
submit amendments to the Btates, does not provide for ng them
upen any event or cendition, and that the power to recall can not be
congidered as involved in that to submit as necessary to its complete
execution, It therefore eam not exist,

2. The same consideration will perhaps furnish the answer to the
second question. The Censtitution gives to Congress the power to sub-
mit amendments to the States; that is, either to the State legislatures
or to conventions called by the Btates for this purpose, but there it
stops. No power is granted to prescribe conditions as to the time
within wh the amendments are to be ratified, and hence to do so
would be to transcend the power given. The practice of Congress in
such cases has always conformed to the implied limitations of the Con-
stitution. It has contented itself with proposing amendments to be
come valid as parts of the Constitution according to the terms of tha§
instrument. It is therefore possible, thongh hardly probable, that am
amendment once proposed is always open to adoption by the nomacting
or nonratifying States.

The better opinion would seem to be that an alteration of the Con-
stitution proposed to-dsy has relation to the sentiment and the fel
needs of to-day, and that, if not ratified early, while that sentiment ma
falrly be supposed to exist, it ought to be regarded as waived and not
again to be voted upom unless a second time p ed by Congress.

Bec. 586. In discussing the question of the t of the States to vote
upen Pmpoud amendments at any time after the date of their pro

sal it is proper to look into the consequences of such a right. If they

ave the right, there are now floating about us as it were in nebulous
several amendments to the Constitution proposed by Congress whichk
have received the ratifiention of one or more States but not of enough
to make them valid as parts of that instrument. Congress could not
withdraw them, and there is in force in regard to them no recognized
statute of limitations. Unless abrogated amendments subsequently
adopted they are, on the esis stated, still before the American
pec;ple to be adopted or
n 1873 the Senate of Ohlo, ac upon the theory that once f“'
posed an amendment to the Consti is always open to ratification,
adopted a joint resolution ratifying the second of the 12 amendments
submitted to the States by Congress in 1789, but them rejected. pro-
viding that “ no law varying the compensation of Members of Con-
ress shall take effect until an election for Representatives shall have
tervened.” This resolution, prepared by Madison, was an exccllent
one; but suppose it had been ust, ?ro haps, in the interest
of a section or of a party, and, failing at the time to receive the
requisite majority, it had subsequently a concerted raily of those
interested in its adoption been carried without discussion or a elear
expression of the existing public will; is that a true consiruction of the
Constitution which may followed by so damgerons consequences?
And supposing the right referred to exists, by what majority shall the
resurrected amendments be adopted? If propesed in 1789, when the
Btates numbered but 13 and when a majority of 10 Btates might have
ratified the amendment, how many would have been requlnltail 1873,
when there were 38 States which would have been called upon to vote?
If the answer should be that 29 States must have voted to ratify, since
that number was three-fourths States in 1873, however rea-
sonable such an answer might seem, it would be founded upon no stat-
ute or custem of the country, and therefore different opinions as to its
ht well be entertained. Hence the ger of confu-
slon or conflict. e discuss this question here merely to emphasize
the dangers involyed in the Constitution as it stands and to show the
necessity of 1 tiom to make certain those points upon which doubts
may arise in the employment of the constitutional process for amend-
ing the fundamental law of the Nation. A constitutional statute of
limitation prescribing the time within which proposed amendments
shall be adopted or be treated as walved ought by all means te be
passed. (Jameson, John A. A treatise on constitutional conventions
(4th ed., 1887), pp. 634-636.)

AMEXDMENTS TOo THE CONSTITUTION OF THE UNITED STATES PROPOSED
8Y CoxgrEss BUT Nor BATIFIED BY THREE-FOURTHS OF THE STATES,
COLLATED BY SENATOR ASHURST.

APPORTIONMENT OF REPRESENTATIVES.

After the first emumeration required by the first article of the Con-
stitution, there shall be one Representative for every 30,000 until the
number shall amount to 100; after which the proportion shall be so
regulated by Congress that there shall be not less than 100 Representa-
tives nor less than 1 Representative for every 40,000 persons, until
the nomber of Representatives shall amount to 200; after which the

roportion shall be so regulated by Congress that there shall not be
Fess than 200 Representatives nor more tham 1 Representative for
every 50,000 persons. (1 Stat. 97.) (Submitted af the same time gs
those which became part of the Constitufion as amendments 1 to 10.)

Pmi)osed b Cﬂ'nfrm Beptember 15, 1789.
Ratified b‘_rytl:.e oll States :
New Jersey, November 20, 1789. (Senate Journal, p. 199, 1st Cong,

2d sgess.)
mllaryland. December 189, 1789. (Senate Journal, p. 106, 1st Cong,
Sess,
North’(.‘nrouna. December 22, 1789, (Senate Journal, p. 103, 1st
Cong., 2d sess.)
South Carelina, Fanuary 19, 1790. (Senate Journal, p. 50, 1st Cong.,

[ =]
New Hampshire, January 25, 1790. (Sepate Journal, p. 105, 1st
. 2d sess.)
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New York, March 27, 1790. (Senate Journal, p. 53, 1st Cong., 2d

88, )
”Rhodp Island, June 15, 1790. (Senate Journal, p. 110, 1st Cong.,
24 _sess.)

Virginia, October 25, 1791. (Senate Journal, p. 30, 2d Cong., 1st
seaf:i-!nnsylwnnia, September 21, 1791, (Benate Journal, p. 11, 2d Cong.,

1st sess.)
Vermont, November 3, 1791, (Senate Journal, p. 98, 2d Cong., 1st

Bess.
Pe’nnn}'lvauin had first rejected the proposed amendment March 10,
179

7190.
ted by Delaware January 28, 1790,
¥;jeec.loumila give no record of the actlon of the Legislatures of
Massachusetts, Connecticut, and Georgia.

COMPENSATION OF MEMBERS OF CONGRESS.

No law wvarying the compensation for the seryvices of the Senators
and Representatives shall take effect until an election of resenta-
tives shall have intervened. (1 Stat, 97. (Submitted at the same
time as those which became part of the Constitution as amendments
1 to 10:) 5

O R b T

Rat ngr k
Llarylnnd,y December 19, 1789, (Senate Journal, p. 106, 1st Cong.,

BE8S,
2ﬁ‘.ﬁlorth) Carolina, December 22, 1789, (Senate Journal, p. 103, 1st
ong., 2d sess.)
nguth Carolina, January 19, 1790. (Senate Jourmal, p. 50, 1st
Cong., 2d sess.)

Delaware, January 28, 1790, (Senate Journal, p. 35, 1st Cong.,
2d sess.)

Vermont, November 3, 1791. (Senate Journal, p. 98, 2d Cong., 1st

88,
l"e?i}-ginm, December 15, 1791, Senate Journal, p. 69, 2d Cong., 1st
Sess

.)

Rejected by New Jersey, November 20, 1789 (Senate Journal, p. 199,
1st C!on .. 2d sess.) ; New Hampshire, January 25, 1790 (Senate Jour-
nal, p. 105, 1st Cong., 2d sess.) ; Pennsylyania, March 10, 1790 (Senate
Journal, p. 39, 1st Cong., 2d sess.) ; New York, March 27, 1790 (Senate
Journal, p. 53, 1st Cong., 2d sess.) ; Rhode Island, June 15, 1700 (Sen-
ate Journal, p. 110, 1st Cong., 2d sess.).

The Journals give no record of the action of the Legislatures of Mas-
sachusetts, Connecticut, and Georgla.

TITLES OF NOBILITY.

If any eitizen of the United States shall accept. claim, receive, or
retain any title of mobility or honor, or shall, without the consent of
Congress, accept and retain any present, pension, office, or emolument
of any kind whatever. from any emperor, king, prince, or fore power,
such person shall cease to be a citizen of the United States and shall be
ineapable of holding any office of trust or profit under them or either of
them. (2 Stat. 613.)

Proposed by Congress May 1, 1810,

H.nt?i?:d by the following States:

Maryland, December 25, 1810,

Kentueky, Japuary 31, 1811,

Ohlo, January 31, 1811,

Delaware, February 2, 1811,

Pennsylvania, Februnary 6, 1811, -

New em&l’ebmary 13, 1811,

Vermont, tober 24, 1811.

Tennessee, November 21, 1811,

Georgla, December 13, 1811,

North Carolina, December 23, 18‘;‘1.

M:tm({‘.husetttl?. Fe[?ruar{p.":‘?,ml&%g.l -

Ve am; re, December 10, i

?l::}:c:ed t?; New York (senate) March 12, 1811: Connecticut, May
session, 1813 South Carolina, approved by senate November 28, 1811,
reported unfavorably in house and not further considered December T,
1812 : Rhode Island, September 135, 1814,

AMENDMENT ABOLISHING OR INTERFERING WITH SLAVERY PROHIBITED
(CORWIN AMENDMENT).

{ ment shall be made to the Constitution which will authorize
or ‘\gti'v:n:g“gonegrgss the power to abolish or interfere, within any State
with the domestic institutions thereof, including that of i;ersons held
to labor or service by the laws of sald State. (12 Stat. 251.)

Proposed by Congress March 2, 1861,
Ratified by the following States:
e e sy 10, 1002
aryland, Januar, A .
ll]inzis (convention), February 14, 18062,

ATTEMPTS TO REGULATE RATIFICATION.

28, 1866, when the resolution proposing the fourteenth
gmc:al:]mr?ll:n‘; was under consideration, Mr. Buckalew, of Pennsylvania,
Submitted an amendment to add to the resolution the following addi:

ection :
““-‘-“&‘;3_ 6. This amendment shall be passed upon in each State by the
legisiature thereof which shall be chosen, or the members of the most
popular branch of which shall be chosen, next after the submisslon of
the amendment, and at its first session ; and no acceptance or rejection
ghall be reconsidered or again brought in question at any subsequent
session ; nor shall any acceptance of the amendment be valid if made
after three years from the passage of this resolution.” (Cong. Globe,
36, p. 2771,

ml‘i‘lfgu l:.he ﬂtte’enth amendment was before the Benate on February 3,
1869, Mr. Buckalew, of Peansylvania, proposed to add to the resolution
submitting it to the States the words:

* That the foreg:ing amendment shall be submitted to the legislatures
of the several States, the most numerous branch of which shall be
chosen next after the passage of this resolution.” (Cong. Globe, vol.
40, p. 8528.)

Tls speech in support of this proposal on February 5, 1869, is re-

rted in the Congressional Globe, volume 40,  pages 912 and 913. On
B‘?-hrunry 9, 1869, this amendment was reject —feas 13, nays 43.

Oun February 17, 1869, an amendment practically identical with the
above was offered by Mr. Hendricks, of Indiana, and the constitutional-
ity of such a limitation was discussed by Senators Morton, Bayard
Buckalew, Dixon, and Yates. The question belng taken, the amendmen
was rejected—yeas 12, nays 40. (Cong, Globe, vol. 40, pp. 1311-1314.)

On January 30, 1882, Mr, Berry, of California, introduced a joint
resolution (H. J. Res. 116, 4Tth Cong., 1st sess.) proposing an amend-
ment to the Constitution to regulate ratification, as follows:

“B8ecTioN 1. The legislature of a State shall not vote upon a pro-
posed amendment to the Constitution of the United States except at a
regular sesslon held following an election of the members of the most
numerous branch of the State legislature, which election must take
place subsequent to the time of submission by Congress or a convention

of the pro2posed amendment.
H“ ggc.lss.si"hjn amendment shall not take effect until the 5th of

ar W

On March 17, 1869, Mr. Morton, of Indiana, introduced In the Sen-
ate, and on March 29, 1869, Mr, S8hanks, of Indiana, introduced in the
House identical joint resolutions (S. J. Res. 82 and H. J. Res, 57, 41st
Con%. 1st sess.), which read as follows:

“ Be it resolved, etc., That on the sixth legislative day of a regular
session, or of a legally called special session, of any State legislature,
each house of said legislature, at the hour of 12 meridian, shall pro
to the consideration of any amendment of the Constitution of the
United States that may have been submitted by the Congress of the
United States to the legislatures of the several States for ratlification,
according to the Brovlslons of the fifth article of the Constitution of the
United States: Provided, That such amendment may not have been
acted upon at any grecedlng session of said legislature. And if, upon
the consideration of such amendment, it shall receive the votes of a
ma,}lorlty of the members elected to each house of sald legislature, it
shall be held to be duly ratified by such legislature. And if final action
is not taken upon the first day, then the house shall meet the next day
at the same hour and so continue to meet from day to day (Sundays
excepted) until final action is taken upon such amendment, or shall
the actlon of either house of said legislature upon such amendment be
hindered or prevented by the resignation or withdrawal, or the refusal
to qualify, of a minority of elther or of both houses of said legislature,

“SEc. 2. And be it further resolved, That if such amendment or
amendments shall be ratified according to the provisions of the pre-
ceding section, the same shall be duly certified by the officers of each
house and shall be transmitted by the governor of the State to the
President of the United States.”

(Cf. Ames. H. V. The g:m d amendments to the Constitution of
the United States during the first century of its history. Pp. 287-292.)

My, STANLEY. Mr. President, this is the natal day of the
immortal founder of the Republican Party, and the full attend-
ance upon the right-hand side of the Chamber to the duties
which devolve upon the members of that party now shows that
they rival even the immortal Lincoln In their faithful attend-
ance to the business of the country.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, the Senator said there was
a full attendance on the Republican side of the Chamber. He
was speaking ironieally, I suppose, as I see but one member of
that party over there,

Mr. STANLEY. Certainly I was speaking Ironically. It
shows that they realize, as Lincoln realized, the burdens of their
day and generation and by their studious attendance and their
presence here are endeavoring to do as he did In his lifetime,
prove worthy of the trust reposed in them.

Could Abraham Lincoln, like Peter Grimm, return to Con-
gress to-day, oh, how lonesome he would be,

In the maintenance of the rights of men, without regard to
race or color or creed, two lofty spirts, separated by the lapse
of threequarters of a century, are silhouetted, mountainlike,
against the history of the past.

Strange as it may seem, the father of democracy and the
founder of republicanism were the exponents of the same essen-
tial and eternal principle, that it is the function of government
to vest all men, without regard to wealth or culture or condi-
tion, with the greatest measure of individual independence con-
sistent with the maintenance of an organized society.

History must recall that the two great emancipators were
Lincoln and Jefferson. To the one is due the abolition of the
slave trade and to the other the institution of chattel slavery.

Apprehensive of Federal aggression, Lincoln warned his coun-
trymen in his day that it was—

No child’'s play to save the principles of Thomas Jefferson from total
overthrow in this Nation.

No man more sincerely admired or more thoroughly under-
stood the complete accord between himself and Thomas Jeffer-
son upon basic and eternal principles than Abraham Lincoln.

All honor to Thomas Jefferson—

said he—

to a man who In the concrete pressure of a st le for national
independence by a single people, had the coolness, forecast and ca-
gaci to introduce into a mere revolutionary document an abstract
ruth applicable to all men and all times, and so to embalm it there
that to-day and In all coming days it shall be a rebuke and stumbling
block to the harbingers of reappearing tyranny and oppression.

Had the Civil War determined not the right of a State to
secede but the right of a State to exist, Abraham Lincoln
would to-day be canonized by many ardent patriots in both
‘political parties. As it is, should he return in the flesh to-
day, I fear his old-fashioned notions of personal liberty and
the inviolate rights of the States would render him an Ishmael-
ite upon either side of the Chamber, and whether he took his
seat upon the right or the left, he would certainly be damned
as a hopeless reactionary.
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In his first inaugoral address, he declared that those who!
nominated and elected him—

Placed in the platform for my acceptance and as a law to them-
selves nnd to me the clear and emphatic resolution that 1 now read—

“ itesolved, That 'the maintenance inviolate of ‘the rights of the
States, and especially the right of each State to order and control
its own domestic institutions according to its own (:g ent exclu- |
sively, I8 essential to that balance of power on whi perfection
and emdurance of our political fabric depends.”

It is ‘my doty and my oath to maintain invicolate the rights of the
States to order and control, under the Constitution, their own:
affairs by their own ju%rmau-t exclusively. Such maintenance is ‘es-
sential for the preservation of that balance of power on which our
institutions vest.

To-day there are pending more than two score amendments
to the Constitution, the purpose of which, in the main, is to
deprive these States, in the language of the Republican plat-
form of 1861, “of the power to order and econtrel its own'
domestic institutions according to its own judgment exelu-
sively.”

In his first political speech, Abraham Lineoln declared: "I
am in favor of internal improvements,” and he was the cham-
pion of internal improvements until the day of his death. Never,
since the birth of Abraham Lincoln has the agricultural or
industrial life of this country been in greater meed of internal
improvements or an adequate transportation system, and yet

I am advised that the President of the United States to-day |
proposes to nullify an appropriation of the measly sum of
$56,000,000 for the improvement of our waterways, in the face
of the fact that our common carriers are admittedly impotent
to render an adequate service, Lincoln, above all others, ten-
derly safeguarded the rights of the soldier and stoutly main-
tained the duty of the Government to adeguately compensate
his heroic service. To-day he is excluded from public office by
Eolitical henchmen and denied compensation at the demand of

igh finance. The man who placed “the man above the
dollar ” avould place the bonus dbove the bond. Lincoln would,
if living to-day, 'be a political apostate or an advocate of the
bonus. :

In its indifference to the rights of men, to the service of
heroes, and in its subservience to special privilege and fo
special interests the present a tion may trace its
lineage direct and ungquestioned te Alexander Hamilton, the
great protagonist of caste and privilege. In subsidizing the,
rich and plundering the poor it is the party of Hamilton, pure
and simple, but it has nothing in eommon with the great
defenders of the rights of men—Thomas Jefferson and Abraham
Lineoln.

Mr. NORRIS and Mr. HEFLIN addressed the Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska is
recognized.

Mr. NORRIS. T have no desire to talk now on the motion I
‘have made, if other Benators for any reason want to talk first.
I have yielded to several others. If the Senator from Alabama
[Mr. HerFLIn] desires to speak now I shall be glad to yield ithe
floor to him.

Mr. HEFLIN. I wish to speak just for a few moments,

Mr. NORRIS. I do not want to curtail any Senator, but
before my motion is voted on I want to make a further ex-
planation of it. I yield the floor at this time.

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, the remarks made by the dis-
tinguished Senator from the State of Kentucky [Mr, SraNLey]
cause me to desire to say a few words at this time. He has
spoken of the great Lincoln, the great commoner, the great
statesman, who was a friend of the common masses of the
comman people, As he spoke of him in this Chamber and
referred to him as being the father of the Republican Party, I
wondered what he would think if he could come back to life
~and come into this historic Senate hall, where free speech was
«one of the things prized by the statesmen of his day and by
' statesmen before that time, and even by the statesmen of this
time—with emphasis upon the word “ statesmen.” I wondered,
if Lineoln could come back and they should tell him as he came
into the Capitol that the Republican Senate by a large partisan
.wvote had said that a Senator could not declare in this Chamber
F“that he did not represent the bond sharks and big financiers
,of Wall Street,” what he would say. Why, Lincoln would say
'}that the Republican Party has become degenerate, an unclean

{thing, the common tool and handy instrument of the predatory
!interests of the eountry.

I thought, as the Senator from Kentucky was speaking of the
great Lincoln, of the record made by the present day time-
serving Republican Party in this Chamber just a few days ago,
when we were discussing the debt settlement with Great Britain.
A marvelous piece of diplomatic achievement for Great Britain
is that settlement. I used this language:

a
e

I am here to represent the people, to represent in part my State,
Ist:mt?ot here to represent the bond sharks, the big financiers of Wall
ee

That is as far as T got. T offended the leaders of the Repub-

{| lican Party with ‘that statement. I have wondered frequentiy

Just why it was they stopped me at that point. I have been
thinking about ‘it since, and I have wondered if the high
“ muck-a-mucks ” of 'Wall Street—the big financiers and bond
sharks, if you please—had 'been complaining to the leaders of
the Republican Party down here. I wondered if they have not
been whispering something like this into their ears:

“You are permitting HeFrx and other Senators down there
to talk about us up here in Wall Street, and we see no effort
on your part to stop him or them. We are not going to tolerate
that. "We furnished your campaign funds. We are the power
behind ‘the throne in your party, and yet you permit the Sena-
tors on the other side of the Chamber to get up and criticize
the doings of Wall Street. We have not heard one of you yet
administer & severe rebuke to one of those Senators who dares
to eriticize the conduct of Wall Street. We want that situation
changed. We want to see you .get a move on in this matter,
The very first one that assaults Wall Street hereafter, we want
you to rise in your place apd 'stop him on the spet. Make a
point of order and call him down. Have you no written rules
in the Senate that will protect Wall Street? If you have no
rule in the SBenate that will protect Wall Street, will not your
Presiding Officer sustain the peint of order if you make it; and
if he does sustain it, and they appeal from his decision, can
¥ou not get enough Republicans to sustain a proposition which
seeks to favor and protect Wall Street? If you will not do the
thing necessary to shield and protect Wall Sireet when she is
assailed by a Senator, we will not give you another mickel
Do you get that? Put that in your pipe and smoke it.”

Mr. President, when I got up the other day and said I was
not here to represent the bond sharks and big financiers of

| Wall Street the leader of the Republican Party [Mr. LoneE]

rose and made a point of order. I was astounded. I wondered
what had happened to the Senator. They reduced my language
to writing. Here it is. I wish I could read it loud enough for
everybody in the United States to hear it. This is the language
objected to and against which a point of order was made by
the Senator from Massachusetts:

Iamh sent the people, to represent in o
gntlre::.t hee:eé ttg 'ri‘i;'&m: 1hepbogd sharks, the big Eﬁ:ﬁ-ﬁ‘%ﬁ

That is as far as I got. I offended the leaders of the Repub-
liecan Party in the Senate. I trespassed upon the proprieties of
the occasion with them, and I was called to order and re-
quested by the Presiding Officer to take my seat until the matter
was disposed of. I, a Senator from a sovereign State, speaking
against sinister interests in Wall Street, that literally control
the Republican Party to-day, as I was aiming shafts of eriticism
agninst the Wall Street oetopus, whose tentacles hold the Gov-
ernment by the throat at this hour—when I dared to stand in
my place and criticize Wall Street they did not answer my
arguments, They did not deny the eorrectness of my state-
ments. They did not flash their scintillating blades in the arena
of debate upon the guestion, but they invoked the aid of their
Presiding Officer and violated all the precedents of the Senate.
They resorted to strong-arm methods and called me down.
Such a method has been the handy instrument of tyrants for all
time; when they can not answer your argument they lay their
hands upon you.

I want to read what I said just prior to the point of order.
The distinguished Senator from Arkansas [AMr. RorinsoN] read
it the next morning when he made the position of those who
voted to sustain the Chair look miserable and measly. Here is
what I was saying. I was putting my finger on the sore spot.
I was going to the headwaters. That is why they wanted to

Stop me.

I read from the Recorp of February 1, 1923, page 2831:

Mr, Herrix., I merely wanted to go on record as saying a word in
behalf of some of the statemenis of my friend, the Senator from
Tennessee [Mr. McEeLrar]—1 did not hear all of his speech—and to
speak for the American people somewhat about a debt that is dume
to them, Does Wall Street want to collect her money from Great
Britain and have thls whole debt held up until she can -collect it?
She did have it held up, It seems, until she collected $1,700,000,000
from France and Great Britain. Does she want to have this debt
held up for 62 years so she can go on undisturbed and collect the
other money due her from the various countries? I .am to rep-
resent the people, to represent in part mry State: T am not here to
represent .the bond sharks, the big financiers of Wall Streét. T want
the American people to have & fiir deanl.

My God! here in the same Hall where we eulogize the great
Lincoln ‘that remarkable performance took place. Why, Mr.
President, if Lincoln could come into this Hall to-day he would
lash the Republicans eut of it, as Christ drove the money
changers out of the temple at Jerusalem. Talk about the party
of Lincoln! There is nothing to remind oné of Lincoln in the
Republican Party as it exists to-day—I am talking about the
leaders of it, the big bosses—in the time-serving Republican
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Party as we know it now. There are many of the rank and file
in that party who feel just as I do and just as the Democratic
rank and file feel, :

I have received, I suppose, a hundred letters from Republicans
since that remarkable incident took place the other day in this
Chamber. Many of those letters begin by saying, “ While I am
a Republican, I hang my head in shame at the conduet indulged
in in stopping you when you said you were trying to represent
the people,” and so forth. Others say, * I am a Republican, but
I condemn the conduct of the Republican Senate.”

These are the things which are transpiring here in the closing
hours of the session of Congress when the ship subsidy bill is
hanging in the balance in the Senate, The Senator from Wash-
ington [Mr. Jongs], clever, smooth artist that he Is, is handling
this measure in splendid fashion; he hopes to get it through,
and I guess he thinks he will get it through. When I was speak-
ing here the other might, going right to the meat of another
issue, I was stopped. I have wondered if that was done as a
feeler, in order to intimidate other Senators and to make them
exceedingly careful about what they were going to say when we
get into the ship-subsidy debate. If they could pick me out and
stop me when I was saying that T did not represent Wall Street,
and they could have me take my seat, perhaps it was thought
that more timid Senators might refrain from saying anything.
Well, Senators on the other side of the Chamber have another
thought coming to them. Before they get through with the
ship-subsidy fight they are going to hear some pretty plain talk
on this side of the Chamber on that subject.

The ship subsidy plan Involves the biggest deal of all the
big deals that this administration has put over, and the country
is entitled to know the truth about it, Senators owe it to them-
selves, they owe it to the oaths which they have taken in this
Chamber, and they owe it to the people whom they are supposed
to serve, to tell the truth and the whole truth about that question.
There never was such a propaganda carried on as is going on
now in certain newspapers boosting this bill, pressing for the
ship subsidy, and tryini to drive into a corner and silence
those who dare to open their mouths against it.

However, Mr, President, I rose at this time to say a few
words about Lincoln, the “ man of sorrow ” who stood at Gettys-
burg and said, “ Let us here highly resolve * * * that this
Nation, under God, * * * shall not perish from the earth.”
I call upon every Democrat in the land, and upon every Repub-
lican in the land, to let us all on this Lincoln's birthday re-
consecrate our hearts, eur strength, and our all to the highest
and best interests of our common country. Let us resolve to-day
that this Government shall not perish from the earth; let us
resolve that free speech in this Chamber shall live, and that a
clean and honest free press shall live. Free speech and free
press are twin angels of good for the Government, but sup-
pressed speech and a venal, corrupt press are millstones about
the neck of the Republic. Let us fight the latter and uphold
the former. I.et us follow Lincoln's suggestion and muke sure
that this Government ghall endure. Let each one of us remember
that day by day we either contribute to its strength and its
glory, or we contribute toward dragging it down the way that
other nations have gone in the long night of time.

Mr, NORRIS. Mr. President, when I had the floor pre-
viously on the pending motion I outlined what I had agreed
to do, so far as I was able to do so, in the way of eliminating
portions of the joint resolution so as to confine it entirely to
the term of office of the Members of the House and of the
Senate. I now ask unanimous consent that there be printed
in bill form a copy of the joint resolution showing the proposed
amendments so that Senators may see at a glance just what the
effect of the changes will be and what portions of the joint
resolution will remain. I have been asked by a number of
Senators gince I last had the floor and who did not hear the ex-
planation what would be left in the joint resolution; and,
if it shall not be disposed of to-day, the reprint showing the
proposed changes will be on the desks of Senators to-morrow,
and they will be able to see just what the joint resolution is
designed to accompligh,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection?

Mr, CARAWAY. Mr. President, I shall not object, but I
should like to ask the Senator a question. Did the Senator in
his remarks call attention to those portions of the joint reso-
lution which he intended to strike out?

Mr. NORRIS. Yes. What I want fo do is to have the joint
resolution printed as a bill is printed when reported by a com-
mittee, showing the amendments recommended.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection?

There being no objection the order was agreed to as follows!

Ordered, That the joint resolution (8. J. Res. 253) Enroposi.ng an

amendment to the Constitution of the United States, fixing the com-
mencement of the terms of President and Vice President and Members

of Congress, and ngidin for the election of President and Viece
glx:&lent by direct vote, printed, showing the proposed amend-

Mr. NORRIS. Mr, President, I was making an explanation
of the joint resolution which proposes an amendment to the
Constitution when I yielded the floor to other Senators who were
anxious to speak on it without any delay, If the changes which
I have suggested shall be made and the joint resolution shall
be passed and then ratified by the legislatures of the States so
that it shall become a part of the Constitution of the United
States it will have this effect: Senators and Members of the
House of Representatives elected at the general election in
November will take their seats the first Monday of January
thereafter ; their terms of office will commence at that time, and
Congress will convene in annual session at that time. There-
fore those Members of the House and of the Senate elected in
November will assume the duties of their office within two
months of the time when they were chosen.

Another effect would be that there would be no such thing
as a short session of Congress. The term of Members of the
House and of the Senate would commence on the first Monday in
January at the same time when the session of Congress would
commence, and a Congress would not terminate by the expira-
tion of the terms on the 4th day of March of Members of the
House and one-third of the Senate, as is the case now, every
other year.

Mr. President, that one proposition, which is not discussed
very often by those who consider this question, IS of great im-
portance. The point will be immediately appreciated by all of
those who have any experience with the work of Congress. We
are right now In the closing days of a short session which must
terminate on the 4th day of March because the term of office
of one-third of the Members of the Senate and of all the Mem-
bers of the House expires at that time. Congress can not regu-
larly convene until the first Monday in December, and follow-
ing that come the Christmas holidays, which always interfere
with the work of Congress. So we never get down to real work
until about the 1st of January or a little thereafter.

It is a physical impossibility, Mr. President, for the Congress
to consider with any mature deliberation important questions of
legislation within the life of a short session, and at the sama
time properly to consider and pass the necessary appropriation
bills to keep the Government running for another year.

The result is we must either throw aside much proposed
legislation of a great deal of importance without considering
it at all, or we must consider it in a “half-baked™ fashion
and dispense with much of the debate that ought to take place
on and much of the consideration that ought to be given to
the appropriation bills. We do a little of both of those things.
Important matters of legislation are killed because of want of
time. Other matters of appropriation in which the country is
vitally interested, where hundreds of millions of dollars are
involved, are given but scant consideration because we have
not the time if we take up the other things; and every Mem-
ber of each House is interested in a great many other matters
of legislation that he thinks he will get more time to accom-
plish by shortening the consideration of these appropriation
bills. The result is bad legislation in the short session, half-
baked, unfinished legislation. Another result is that we must
necessarily kill good legislation because of the want of time
to consider it.

If this amendment were part of the Constitution, such a con-
dition could not exist. We would not have, as a rule, any ex-
tended filibustering in the Senate, There would be no limit
of time up to which we could work and then would have to
quit as a matter of law. Every session of Congress could last
an entire year if it were necessary to do the business,

Moreover, when we have a short session of Congress and
do not finish the business before us, as has been the case
almost universally for eight years, a special session is called,
That means increased expense to the taxpayers. That means
additional work for Members of Congress. It means that by
the time the special session is called and organized and gotten
into operation we are in the hot season of the year, and every-
body knows that we can not get good legislation; that we can
not get the best of legislation in the city of Washington when
we are trying to legislate in Juiy and August, when the weather
is almost unbearable and good work can not be done. That
would be obviated. Special sessions would become practically
an unknown thing,

That is only one thing that would be brought about. It
is not usually considered the most important, As a matter
of fact, it is of very much more importance than it is usually
considered to be.

Another thing would be, Mr, President, that the new Congress
elected in November would go into office and go into active
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duty in the January following. T do not know myself of any
reason why a Congress elegcted in November should wait until
a year from the following December before it actually com-
mences operations, and yet that is what it does now unless
the President calls a special session. There is not a State
legislature in the United States where a similar condition
exists. Not in a single instance in the civilized world is there
a parliament or a legislature that, after it is elecied, must
wait for a year and a month before it commences to legis-
late; and yet in a democracy, in what is supposed to be the
freest and the greatest country in the world, where freedom
prevails, where the will of the people is the law of the land,
that is the kind of a condition that we find.

I do not know of anybody who defends it. I cah not
myself conceive of a single argument in favor of that kind
of a condition, and yet that is the condition that exists here.

The only objection that I have ever heard to this proposition
was to the effect that “We had better not tamper with the
Constitution.”

Let us see. When the Constitution of the United BStates
was made, Mr. President, no time was fixed, and none is now
tixed, providing for the beginning of the term of office of a
Member of the House or of the Senate. The Constitution says
that the term of a Senator shall be six years, and the term of
a Member of the House of Representatives shall be two years;
but it does not fix the beginning or the end. As a matter
of fact, the only reason why the 4th of March became the
beginning and the end of congressional terms was because
that was when they were organized. That was when the
Congress provided by statute that the new Congressmen should
go into office; and, of course, the term beginning then, when
it had lasted two years it ended then, The framers of the
Constitution did not know, at the time they adopted the
Counstitution, that we were going to have such a foolish condi-
tion.

Moreover, some reason exlsted In those days why more fime
should elapse. Railroads were unknown, the telegraph was
undiscovered, and even the roads to travel on were mere trails.
Automobiles had not come into use, and ox teams and mule and
horse teams were the only way they had to go from one part
of the country to another, It was months before one part of
the country knew how another part of the country had votfed,
It was months before the people in the remote parts of the coun-
try knew who had been elected President; and, of course, under
those conditions expedition could not take place. It was neces-
sary that there should be more delay than now,

Another reason was that the Constitution provided that Sena-
tors should be elected by the State legislatures. They did not
meet, as a rule, until after the ist of January. It was some-
times late in their session before they succeeded in electing a
Senator, and on that account there was some reason why there
should be a delay.

All those things have passed away., None of them exist now;
and, as far as I know, Mr, President, not a single objection
of any kind has ever been raised against this proposed change.
Is it not queer, Mr. President, that something that everybody is
for nobody can get? Is it not queer that in a democracy like
ours, where we have a unanimous Senate and a unanimous
House wanting to vote for this proposition, we can not get it?
Is it not queer that in our country, where throughout its length
and breadth, as far as I know, no voice has been raised against
this change, and everyone who has spoken has spoken in its
favor, we can not bring it about? Are we 8o far removed from
what we want to do ourselves and from what our people want
us to do that we can not accomplish anything?

Right now it is said: “ Why, I am in favor of this proposi-
tion, but I can not vote for your motion to take it up, because
by doing so I would displace the so-called ship subsidy bill.”
But, Mr. President, I do not know how to get it up without
displacing the ship subsidy bill; and the ship subsidy bill is
going to be here, very likely, until the 4th of March, and
stand as a barrier to progress, stand in the way of dolng some-
thing that everybody wants to see done.

Who is it that is opposed to this? Who is it that does not
waunt to propose this amendment? Who is it that condemns it?
Let him rise in the Senate, and let us see who he is. He has
not so far said a word or entered a word of protest; and yet
we are confronted with the peculiar parliamentary situation
that because we must have @ ship subsidy bill we can not
get anything else until we get that.

Mr., President, 1 think the remarks of the Senator from
Arkansas [Mr. Ropinson], made at some length an hour or two
ago in regard to the ship subsidy bill as it is connected with
this proposition, were to the point. Without finding fault with
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any man as to his standing or his belief on the ship-subsidy
measure—it must be apparent, it is apparent it is known to
everybody, it is an open secret—that if the Congress elected in
November were here now doing business the ship subsidy bill
would not be here; nobody would propose it. It is known that
it would not pass. There is only one way to pass it, and that
is to pass it through a Congress whose successors have already
been elected; when, because of a pecullar condition of our
Constitution that came ahout, as I have explained to a great
degree by accident as far as the beginning of the term is
concerned, the new Congress is unable to operate.

What would you say if this condition existed in your State?
Just take it home to your own State. Suppose that the State,
let us say, of Washington, represented here so ably by the
senior Senator from that State [Mr. Joxes], had a provision
in its constitution that the members of the State legislature
should be elected in November, that their term of office should
not begin until the 4th of March, and that there was no way on
earth for them to assemble even after that unless the governor
called them, and that the first time when under the law they
could meet and do business for that State would be a year
from the following December after they had been elected. Do
you suppose that the people of Washington, intelligent, patrl-
otic, and progressive as I know they are, would stand for that
kind of a proposition? Where is the State that would submit
to such a thing? Point to me the civilized government any-
where under God’s sun that would stand for it. There is not
one anywhere to-day; and yet in free, great America that is
our condition, and we are so helpless that although all the people
want this change, and all the Senators want it, and all the
Members of the House want it, nobody can get it.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to have printed as a
part of my remarks the report that I made from the Committea
on Agriculture and Forestry on this joint resolution.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is thereobjection? The Chalr
hears none, and it is so ordered.

The report (No. 933) submitted by Mr. Norris on December
5, 1922, is as follows:

Report to accompany Senate Concurrent Resolution 29.

The Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, having had under con-
sideration 8. Con. Res. 29, leave to report thereon as follows:

This resolution undertakes to express the sense of the Senate to the
effect that Members of Congress defeated at the recent election should
abstaln from voting on anything but routine legislation, and that chair-
men of committees not In sympathy with the people's wishes as ex-
pressed at the polls should resign from their ctive chairmanships.

The passage of such a resolution would not only be unwise, but if it
were complied with it would interfere with the constitutional right and
K{lvllege of many Members of Congress. Under our Constitution a

ember’'s right, if not his duty, to participate fully in all leglslation u
to the close of his constitutional term can not be guestioned or denfed.

he resolution, however, does call attention to a very serious defect
in some of the provisions of the Constitution, The passage of the
resolution, however, would not bring a remedy, and your committee,
after due consideration, has reached the conclusion that it should
report to the Senate for its action a proposal to amend the Constitution
of the United States that will in the judgment of the committee bring
relief from the conditions polnted out by the concurrent resolution.

Under existing conditiona a new Congress does not actually convena
in regular session until a year and one month after Its Members have
been elected. When our Constitution was adopted there was soma
reason for such a long intervention of time between the election and
the actpal commencement of work by the new Congress. We had
neither -railroads nor telegraphic communication connecting the various
States and communities of the country. Under present conditions,
however, the result of elections is kmown all over the country within
a few hours after the polls close, and the Capital Clty is within a few
days' travel of the remotest portions of the country.

riginally, Senators were elected by the legislatures, and as a rule
the legislatures of the various States did not convene until after the
beginning of the mew year, and it was difficult and sometimes impos-
gible for Senators to be elected until February or March. Since the
adoption of the seventeenth amendment to the Constitution, however,
Senators have been elected by the people at the same election at which
Members of the House are elected. ere is no reason, therefore, why
the Congress elected in November should not be sworn in and actually
enter upon the duties of office at least as soon as the beginning of the
new year following their election.

The only direct opportunity that the citizens of the country have
to express their ideas and their wishes in regard to astlonn{ legis-
lation is the expresslon of their will through the election of their
Representatives at the general election in November. During the eam-
paign that precedes this election the great questions demanding atten-
tion at the hands of the new Congress are dlscussed at length hefore
the people and throughout the country, and it is only falr to presume
that the Members of Congress chosen at that election fairly represent
the ideas of a majority of the people of the country as to what legis-
lation is desirable. In & Government “ by the people " the wishes of
a majority should be crystallized into legislation as soon as possible
after these wishes have n made known. These mandates should be
obeyed within a reasonable time.

Under existing conditions, however, more than a year elapses hefora
the will of the people expressed at the election can be put into statutor
law. This condition of affairs is not only unfair to the citizenship a
large, who have expressed their will as to what legislation they desire,
but it is likewise unfair to their servants whom they have elected to
carry out this will. It is true that it Is within the power of the
President to call an extraordinary session of Congress at an earller
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date than the one provided by law, but the new Congress can not be
ealled into extrao ry session until after the 4th of March, which
would not give the new Congress very much time for the consideration
of important national questions before the summer heat in the Capital
City makes even existence difficylt and good weork almost im ble.
Itt{s eonceded b{l all that the best time for legislatures to do
work is during the winter months. Practically all the States of the
Tnion recognize this fact and provide for the meeting of their legis-
latures near the 1st of January. Moreover, the wishes of the country
having been expressed at an election should not be de%endent for thelr
carrying out upon the will of the President alone. Provision should
be made by law so that the new Congress could begin the performance
of its important duties as soon after election as possible and under
conditions that are the most favorable for good work. Under exis
conditions & Member of the House of Representatives does not ge
started in his work until the time has arrived for renominations in his
district. He has accomplished nothing and has not had an oppor-
tunity to accomplish my&ng becaunse Congress has not been in session,
He has made no record upon which to go before his Be;fle for election.
1t is unfair both to him and to the people of his 4 ect, In case of
a contest over a seat In the House of Representatives, history has
shown that the term of office has practically expired before the House
is able to settle the question as to who is entitled to the contested
seat. During all this time the occupant of the seat has been drawing
the salary ; and if it is decided in the end that the oceupant was wrong-
fully seated, then the entire salu{ must again be paid to the person
who has been unjustly deprived of his seal. Double g):y is therefore
drawn from the Treasury of the United States and the people of the
distriet have not been represented by the Member whom they selected
for that purpose. No reason has been given, and undoubtedly it is
correct to say that none can be given, why a new Con elected at a
general el n to translate into law the wishes of the people should
not be Installed into office practically as soon as the results of the
election can be determined.

The question is sometimes asked, Why is an amendment to the
Constitution mecessary to bring about this desirable change? Con-
gress has authority under the Constitution to change the day upon
which Congress shall convene, but it can not put this time prior to
the 4th day of March, and tﬁerehy give the new Congress an oppor-
tunity to commence work, because the term of office of the new Con-

ess under existingeconditlons deoes not commence until the 4th day of
E-arch following their election. It is true the Constitution does mot
E‘:“m‘ide the date when the terms of Senators and Representatives shall

gin, It does fix the term of Senators at six years and of Members
of the House of Representatives at two years. The commencement
of the term of the first President and Viee President and of the Sen-
ators and Representatives composing the first Congress was fixed gg
act of Congress adopted SBeptember 13, 1788, and that act provid
“ that the first Wednesday in March next be the time for commencin
proceedings under the Constitution.” It happened that the first Wed-
nesday in March was the 4th day of March, and hence the terms of
the President and Vice President and Members of Congress begin on
the 4th day of March. Since the Constitution provides that the term
of Senators shall be six years and the term of Members of the House of
Representatives two years, it follows that this change ecan not be
inade without changing the terms of office of Senators and B:Fresenta-
tives, which would In effect be a change of the Constitution. By
another act (the act of Mareh 1, 1792) Congress provided that the
terms of President and Vice President should commence on the 4th day
of March after thelr election. It seems -clear, therefore, that an
amendment to the Constitution is necessary to give relief from exist-
ing conditions.

e necessary constitutional change to fix the beginning of the terms
of President and Vice President and of Members of Congress and to
place such time soon after the general election, thus enabling the
wighes of the people to be translated into law, is only a step in

lacing the pect!gle more directly in control of their Government. If
Pt is desirable that the wishes of the g:ome as exPressed at the ballot
box should have the effect of law so far as Senators and Representa-
tives are concerned, it is equally important and desirable that the
same rule should u? ly to the selection of a President and Vice
Presldent. The President under our Constitution is in reality part of
the legislative machinery of the country. In fact, he probably has
more influence over legislation than either branch of Congress, It is
therefore just as important that the people have an opportunity to
express their wishes as directly as po e a8 to who their Chief
Magistrate should be as it is to express this wish in regard to Senators
and Members of the House of Representatives. But the President and
Vice President are not elected by a direct vote of the le. The
are elected by electors, who are themselves selected in atmga.nce wi
laws and regulations provided by the le tures of the varfons States.
The method provided by cur Constitution for the election of a Presi-
dent is nmot only archaie but it stands as an Impossible barrier across
the road of progress and makes it impossible for the people to enjoy
the freedom and rights that ought to come to the citizenship of a ,
democracy. It is completely out of date, and the wonder is that a
liberty-lovin g::ple, who are sufficiently inteiligent to govern them-
selves, should have permitted it to remain this long as a part of the
organic law of the land. When our Government was founded and
our Constitution was adopted it was more or less an experiment in
the world of governmental affairs. The step which our forefathers
took was greater than any that bad ever been taken toward a free
government ; and yet, in the preparation of that wonderful document,
our forefathers were fearful lest the m proposed to be taken should
be too great and thus bring ruin instead of success. They deemed it
wise to remove the governmental fonctions in most cases one or more
steps from the direct control of the people to be wfoverned. They
provided that the President and Vice Sre&ldent should be elected by
electors and that these electors in turn should be “ appointed ™ aec-
cording to the provisions of the various State legislatures. Senators
were elected by the legislatures of the various States, and it took
many years of agitation and work to secure an amendment to the
Constitution providing for the direct election of such officials.

That such change has been beneficial and helpful will not be denied
by anyone. The same reasons that impel the adoption of a con-
gtitutionel amendment grovid.lng for the direct election of Senators
would seem to demand that the President and Vice President should
be elected by a direct vote of the people. No reason can be given
why an independent people, capable o selagovernment. sho! not
have the right to vote directly for the Chiei Magistrate, who has more
power than any other official in our Government, It is true that
these presidential electors are pledged te vete for some particular

man for President and for Vice President. At the very best, they
Are an unnecessary and part of. our tIﬁalitiyml machinery ; but
even though every candidate for presfden elector is pledged to
vote for some particular man for President and Viee President,
there can be no reason given for the existence of such an official. If
he is o to carry out the will of the voter, why not do away with his
office en and permit the voter to carry out his own will by a
direct vote? TUnder existing conditions the names of all the candi-
dates of all parties for presidential elector must be printed on the
official ballot. and then must be as many blank places left on
the ballot, under the laws of the varions States, as there are candi-
dates for electors, giving the voter the right to write in the names of
any other candidates for electors for whom he desires to vote. The
result is that in all of our States the ballot is unreasonably and
2 Targe Hulber of prestiential loctorss ihe oMeisl ‘batlet i rere
[ 2 electors, [} 0
from 235 to 80 feet inplangrh. st

All this could be avoided if the mames of the candidates -
dent and Viee President were printed on the ballot and {?ll; l;?tiir
given the right to directly express his choice. While the system Is
unnecessary, cumbersome, and confusing, and has no merit whatever
that can be mentioned in its favor, it has an evil and disastrous effect
and as a matter of fact often indirectly, but certainly, takes away
from the voter the right to effectively express his will. “Since no per-
son has the legal right to vote directly for President and Vice President
and since presidential electors are named by politieal parties, pledg
to vote for the nmominee of their respective parties ?:r both Presi-
dent and Vice President, it follows that it Is a phyzical impossibility
for a citizen to vote for the candidate for President in one party and
the candidate for Vice President iu another party. The inary
citizen doeg not realize that his electoral right and privilege is thus
curtalled. It is not often that voters would want to take such a
course, but as a matter of fundamental justice we ought to be pro-
tected by law in taking such a course should we desire to do it.
It is practically an impossibility for any person to become an independ.
ent candidate for the office 0f President. In theory this cuul?ie be
done, In practice it is just as much prohibited as though the right
were de by express term of the Constitution. This point is very
important and bears directly upon the fundamental principle of the
right of an ordinary citizen to heard and to have uence and
his vote count in whatever direction he desires to use it. He is com-
pelled, from the very nature of things, to vote for the candidate of
some great political party, and the pewers and Influences which control
the nominations in soch parties, indirectly but very fectly and
completely, control the vote of the citizen, and in renllty elects the
President. The voter has nothing left but a choice between two evils,

Everybody knows that eJm!!tlcﬁ\l conventions are wvery freguently
manipula and controlled by powerful secret influences that have
selfish ends In view rather than the benefit of all the people. The
machinery of a great political party of national scope is sufficient to
enable those in control of that machinery to control the action of a
national convention.. Within the memory of all of us we have seen
such control exercised, sometimes completely, and almost universally
at least to a partial extent. If a few mem under existing comditions
are able to control nominations without consulting the wishes or
wants of the wvoters, and If a nomination is necessary for election,
then the only rli;ht given to the voter is that of choosing between
two samples which are set before him. This is in reality a denial
of sufrafe. At least, the right of suffrage so given Is not absolute
and .is little more than-a hollow sham and mockery. As a matter
of fact the actnal practice always has been, and perhaps as long as
the system lasts always will be, that the man or men who control
political parties do it from selfish motives. They care but little
about the wishes of the people. They are sometimes the representa-
tives of special interests, and even though those who do the work
directly may not ask or expect a.;y benefit, those whom they in reality
represent and who furnish the sinews of political warfare expect to
benefit by national legislation or by presidential appointments of ad-
minfstrative officials. The ple are not consmlt and the people
have in reality no voice in the selection of their own President, whose
power and influence in administrative directions is almost nnlimited and
who has more to do with their laws, their surroundings, with thelr
environment, their country, and their happiness than any other one
official.

Even though the people are dissatisfied, they are helpless, because
it is practically impossible for anyone to be an independent candi-
date for President, mo matter what demand there may be from the
people in this res) The Electoral College stands in the way. In
order to run for President it is mecessary to organize in every State
and in every congressional district of every State, and fo select can-
didates to become electors, pledged to the man who is to become the
candidate. This takes not only time but a vast amount of money,
For practical purposes it is an impossibility. If the Electoral College
were abolished and the people allowed to vote directly for President,
it would naturally follow that those who controlled politieal comn-
ventions wonld be more careful in their selection of nominees, Political
conventions would pay more attention to the wishes of the people at
large, and successful candidates would give closer adherence to pre-
election promises. If natlonal political conventions were controlied
by selfish interests and nominated candidates unsatisfactory to the

ple at large, it would be easy for the ple to defeat such nominecs
B;ora“ying Behind an independent candidate for President. It would
be a very easy matter to have printed on the officlal ballot in all the
States tge name of an independent candidate. This could be done
without the organization of a new party and at very little if an;
expense; and when the voter went into the booth to cast his ballo
{nstead of a ballot 10 or 20 feet in length, he would be confron
with the actual names of J.:reaidentlnl candidates on a space 2 or 3
inches in length. It would be a very ple ]inmdm' imat;:»emﬂvué
and perfectly practical. Practically every State in the Union has wha
is known as an official ballot and provides by law for a method of

tting names on this ballot. Such machinery is alrea Erovid&d
'K;Ir in the States and applles to every office except that o ident
and Viee President, and the reason it cam mot apply to tbose is be-
canse the Electoral College stands in the way. Under existing condi-
tions we have no way of exf)ressing our opinion. Our Constitution
keeps from the people the right to be heard in the seleﬂhg of a
Chief Magistrate. If the people are competent to select Mem of
the House of Representatives, if they are llkewise competent to vote
directly for Semators, why should they not likewise bave an oppor-
tunity to vote directly for President and Vice Presldent?

To remedy the situation polnted out by the concurrent resolution
referred to the committee, and which has been thus briefly discussed,
we recommend in leu of §. Con. Res. 29 the passage of the following
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resoiution proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United
tates :

““ Resolved the Senate and House of Representatives of the
United States bgr America in (.‘nr?fen assembled (two-thirds of each
House concurring therein), That the following amendment fo the
Constitution be, and hembﬁ is, proposed to the Benate, to become valid
as a part of the Constitution when ratified by the legislatures of the
several States as provided by the Constitution:

ARTICLE —,

g 1ox 1. The terms of the President and Vice President of the
Unit%dm.étates shall commence at noon on the third Mo in January
following their election, and they shall be elected as follows: The
cholce of each State for President and Vice President shall be deter-
mined at a general election of the qualified electors of such Btate,
The time of such election shall be the same throughout the United
Stntes, and unless the Congress shall by law appoint a different time
guch election shall be held on the first Tuesday after the first Monday
of November in the year preceding the expiration of the regular term
of the President and Vice President. Each State shall be entitled to,
and shall be given, as many votes for President and Vice President as
the whole number of Senators and Representatives to which the State
may be entitled in Congress. Each State shall certify and transmit,
m{ed, to the seat of government of the United States, directed to the
President of the Senate, the result of said election. The President of
the Senate shall, in the presence of the Senate and House of Regre—
sentatives, open all certificates, and the votes shall then be counted.
The person having the greatest number of votes for President ghall be
the F:esldent, if such number be a majority of the whole number of
votes to which all of the States are entitled; and if no person have
guch majority, then from the persons having the highest numbers, not
exceeding three on the list of those voted for as President, the House
of Representatives shall choose Immediately the President. In choos-
ing the President the votes shall be taken roll call of the Members
and all snch votes shall be recorded in full in the Journal and a
majority of all of the Representatives shall be neceaaarg to a choice.
1f the House of Representatives shall not choose a President whenever
the right of choice shall devolve upon them before the third Mond
in Janoary next fo]lowini, then the Viee I'resident shall act as Presi-
dent, a8 in the case of the death or other constitutional disability of

the greatest number of votes as

President, The person havin
%'hige lgergslg:nt ghall g: the Vice i‘reuident if such number be a ma-

jority of the whole number of votes to which all of the States are
entitled, and if no person have a majority, then from the two highest
numbers on the list the Senate shall, in like manner, choose the Vice
President, and a majority of the whole number of Senators shall be
necessary to a choice. But no person constitutionally ineligible to the
office of President shall be eligible to that of Viece President of the

Unjtéagc's t‘fu'?ﬁe terms of Senators and Representatives shall commence
at noon on the first Monday in January following their election.

“ gpe. 8. The Congress shall assemble at least once in every year
and such meeting shall be on the first Monday in January unless they
shall by law appoint a different day.

“8pc. 4. The terms of the President and Vice President who may
be in office at the time of the adoption of this amendment sghall end at
noon on the third Monday in January of the year in which such terms
would otherwise have ended on the 4th da{ of March. The terms of
Benntors and Representatives who may be In office at the time of the
adoption of this amendment shall end at noon on the first Monday in
January of the year in which such terms would otherwise have ended
on the 4th day of March.”

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ne-
braska yield to the Senator from Washington?

Mr. NORRIS. I yield to the Senator.

Mr. JONES of Washington. I desire to submit a request for
unanimous consent under which I think the Senator will have
an opportunity to fry to get his joint resolution through, and,
in my judgment, will get it through.

I ask unanimous consent that when the Senate closes its busi-
ness to-day it adjourn to meet at 11 o'clock to-morrow.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair
hears none, and it is so ordered.

Mr. NORRIS. Before closing my remarks I intended to
make that very suggestion to the Senator from Washington,
and I assure him that I will do everything I can to secure
favorable action on this joint resolution. I hope to get the
assistance of the other Members of the Senate, like the Senator
from Washington, who are in favor of this measure, and pass
it, if we can, to-morrow in the morning hour. However, I want
to be frank with the Senator from Washington. If T am not
able to do that, T shall renew my motion.

Mr, JONES of Washington. I understand that.

Mr. NORRIS. I shall renew my motion to-morrow, if I am
able to get recognition.

APPROPRIATIONS FOR RIVER AND HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS.

Mr, CARAWAY. Mr. President, a statement at which I was
very much surprised appeared in the Washingtonr Post of
yesterday. It has been repeated In many papers of to-day,
but bas just been confirmed by a Republican Member of
the Senate that the President of the Unifed States has de-
cided, notwithstanding the will of Congress expressed, he
will not permit the expenditure of the appropriation made by
Congress for river and harbor improvement. It was said yes-
terday in the Post that the President, by reason of the fact
that he is Commander in Chief of the Army and Navy, and
because the bill making the appropriation for the river and
harbor improvements provides that these expenditures shall
be subject to the approval of the Secretary of War, has or

will direct the Secretary not to approve the expenditures ex-

cept those which he himself may favor, and that the total

expenditure should not exceed $27,000,000, although the Con-
gress made available $56,000,000.

An editorial which appeared in the New York Times of
to-day calls attention to that report, and I take it that the
editor had information which he thinks reliable that that is
to be the President’s attitude.

I hope the President has been misquoted. He is the Chief
Executive. It is his duty to have the laws enforced. If it
shall transpire that the President instead of enforcing the laws
shall himself issue an Executive order forbidding the officers
of the Government from obeying the law, it will be a very
unfortunate circumstance. We have heard much recently, and
especially from the Attorney General, to the effect that every
man should bow to the law. If the President, the Chief Officer
of this Republic, ghall himself forbid the officers to obey the
la\g, it will prove poor encouragement to other people to respect
the law.

Congress saw fit, after the President had made his views
known, to vote $56,000,000 for river and harbor improvements.
Every Representative in the House and every Senator in this
Chamber knew the President was opposed to that appropriation.
Therefore there is no excuse upon the part of the Executive for
refusing to obey the law on the ground that Congress did not
realize what the Chief Executive wished. I hope this report
18 not well founded. It would be very unfortunate indeed if the
President should take the position that because he can not be *
compelled to obey the law that he will set at naught the will of
Congress, expressed by a substantial majority, and withhold
from some sections of the country the appropriations which
Congress has made to improve the waterways of that section,
because he does not approve of the expenditure of the funds,
or does not like the way the people vote there. If he shall do
80, it will lead to an embarrassing situation, both for the Con-
gress and for the President.

It comes with poor grace, indeed, for the President, urging
and insisting as he is that Congress shall now pass a ship
subsidy bill increasing the expenses of the Government mil-
lions of dollars through a measure the people tried in Novem-
ber to repudiate, and as just said by the Senator from Ne-
braska, if the President had waited until the new Congress
came in that Congress would not pass. I say it comes
with poor grace now for the President to say, “I do not
care how hard pressed the Treasury may be for ready cash,
I am going to drive through the Congress a ship subsidy which
will cost the people hundreds of millions of dollars as a subsidy
to private individualg, but as Chief Executive I shall ignore
the will of the people, as registered by the Congress, and refuse
to authorize expenditures for the improvement of rivers and
harbors, because I do not happen to approve these projects.”

Mr, President, the situation which will develop if the Presi-
dent shall make good that threat will be one that he at some
time will regret as much as anyone else. The time has not
vet come, however circumstances sometimes may lead people to
suspect that it has, when the people are going to submit to the
dominancy of the Chief Executive, whoever the President of
this country may be. I hope that the advisers will take serious
counsel with him before such a decision to ignore the will of
the country shall be made by the President of these United
States.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is upon agreeing
to the motion made by the Senator from Nebraska.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I desire to have read at
the desk a very interesting article from the Dearborn Inde-
pendent, released this morning, touching the shipping question.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair
hears none, and the Secretary will read, as requested.

The Assistant Secretary read as follows:

TWO HUNDRED DELEGATES AND BIG OFFICIALS OF CHAMBERS OF COMMERCR
FROM OUR PRINCIPAL CITIES, REPRESENTING 150 OF OUR GREAT COM-
MERCIAL BODIES, SAILED SATURDAY, FEBEUARY 10, Tt ITALY UNDER THHN
BRITISH FLAG TO ATTEND THE WOHRLD MEETING OF THE INTERNATIONATL
CHAMPER OF COMMERCE AT ROME IN MARCH—THESE ARE THE IDENTI-
CAL CIVIC BODIES THAT INDORBED THE SHIP BUBSIDY BILL—THEY
CHARTERED A BEITISH SHIP AND PAY ABOUT $230,000 OF GOOD AMERICAN
MONEY FOR 1T, WHILE THE SBHIPPING BOARD HAS ITUNDREDS OF SHIPS
TIED UP AND IDLE—IS THE WORD ‘ CONSISTENCY ” SIMPLY A WORD IN
THE DICTIONARY?*—ARE DRITISH SHIPS WET AND AMERICAN SHIPS
DRY?

WasiINeroNX, February.—The following has been contributed to
i?ﬂl ef;)fthoomlng issue of the Dearborn Icdependent by James Martin

“A notable meeting of the International Chamber of Commerca will
be held in Rome, Italy, March 18 to 24 next. One hundred and fifty
directors and officers of Chambers of Commerce and boards of com-
merce In the United States salled from New York on February 10

aboard the Cunard steu.mshig. Coronia, cruising through to Egypt, Con-
stantinople, etc., disembarking at Naples in time to reach Rome for
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the notable therin The delegates and other representatives of
America's lea 1113' civle bodies come from the principal cities of the
United States; ide Marine As-

ntically the same ones that the National
gociation Induced to mﬁom the ship subsidy bill
United States Senate in a desperate effort to foree it into law.

“ Now, wh{ did these American clvie bodles that are sald to be 8o anx-
jous to have the American flag become the advance agent of American com-
merce thronghout the world eharter a British ship te carry them to a
gathering where they will meet and deliberate with the very forces from
every country of the world that hold, pexhlgs. more than any other
class of men the commerce of the world in the palms of their hands?
The United States has hundreds of ships, many of them the most mag-
nificent the world has ever seen, and all these commercial representa-
tives from the different countries of the world know we have them.
What effect will this historic commerclal pilgrimage, sent out by our
most influential commercial bodies, have upon the foreign representa-
tives of commerce in their reﬂgecth-e countries as regards American
commerce and nilrlipplug? Let the reader answer. Our British cousins
must smile, likewise our Latin second cousins. Beems to us someone
gafd Great Britain had a lobby in Washington werking to the end of
defeating the ship subsidy blil. If it is true, they certainly have made
& ‘killing’ with the chambers of commerce and boards of commerce
In the United Btates.

“ What was our great Shipping Board deing with its high-powered
men that they let such imPortant and vital business get away
from them? I asked an official of the United States Chamber of Com-
merce in Washington, which is sending three or four delegates to
Rome, under the British flag, to bolster up American commeree and ship-
plné, why his organization and the same 150 other civic bodies, se
anxions to hawve the ship subsidy bill ged, did not go to the Rome
meet on an Ameriean ship. He repl that he, m.l]ly, as well as
other members of the institution and some of those ng from the
different commercial bodies throughout the country, preferred to travel
on a British ship.

“+Jg ft because the British ships are “wet”?' I pressed. His an-
gwer was amiable but mpiuo.

+ “1 then asked an official of the Shipping Board about the matter.
He was a bit embarrassed, but, after a hesitation sentence, said:
‘* The Rhipping Board did not have a ship available.

“ This, of course, is rank nonsense. Great Britain always has a
ghip available where there is any business. And this voyage of our
great commercial representatives means far more than the mo ex-
pendedthfor the trip. They will pay the British ship about $325, to
carry them.

“Can it be satisfactorily explained why these boosters of American
commerce and of an American merchant marine will steam into Italy
under a British flag instead of under the American flag? Mr. Web-
ster's Dictlonary contains a word we call *consistency.” The time-
honored proverb ‘ Consisteney thou art a jJewel, should be revised to
read, ‘Applied consistence thou art a jewel'”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing
to the motion of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Norris] to
proceed to the consideration of Senate Joint Resolution 253.

EXECUTIVE SESSION.

Mr. JONES of Washington. T move that the Senate proceed
to the consideration of execufive business.

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent
in executive session the doors were reopened, and the Senate
(at 4 o'clock and § minutes p. m.), under the order previously
entered, adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, February 13,
1923, at 11 o’clock a. m.

NOMINATIONS.
Erxecutive nominations received by the Senate February 12,
1923. i

RECEIVER oF PUBLIC MOREYS.

Ezra T. Monson, of Idaho, to be receiver of public moneys
at Blackfoot, Idaho, vice Peter G, Johnston, nominated as
register of the land office at Blackfoot, Idaho.

REGISTER 0F THE LaND OFFICE.

Peter G. Johnston, of Idaho, to be register of the land office
at Blackfoot, Idaho, vice Joseph T. Carruth, whose term wil
expire February 12, 1923, _

CoasT aAnxp GEODETIC SURVEY.

James Francis Downey, jr., of Massachusetts, to be aid (with
relative rank of ensign in the Navy) in the Coast and Geodetic
Survey, vice C, H. Wright, resigned.

APPOINTMENT IN THE REGULAR ARMY,
JUDGE ADVOCATE GENERAL'S DEPARTMENT.
To be Judge Advecate General, with the rank of major general,
for a period of four years from date of acceptance.

Col. Walter Augustus Bethel, Judge Advocate General's De-
partment, from the date following the date of retirement of
Maj. Gen. Enoch H. Crowder, vice Maj. Gen. Enoch H, Crowder,
who is to be retired from active service.

POSTAASTERS.
ALABAMA,

Allen R. Byrd to be postmaster at Luverne, Ala., in place
of J. C. Routon. Incumbent’'s commission expired September
b, 1022,

Fdna Young to be postmaster at Warrior, Ala., in place of 8,
T. Moss. Incumbent’s commission expired October 24, 1922,

ARKANSAS,

Arch B. Smith to be postmaster at Osceola, Ark., in place
of A. 8. Rogers. Incumbent's commission expired March 18,
1922,

CALIFORNIA,

Alice H. Tate to be postmaster at Lone Pine, Calif,, in place
gf %22. BE. Tate. Incumbent’s commission expired September

L

Clare E. Murlin to be postmaster at Escalon, Calif., in place
of A, O. Peterson, resigned.

CONNECTICUT.

William P. English to be postmaster at Collinsville,
in place of G. B. Moroney.
September 5, 1922,

George L. Gardner to be postmaster at Central Village, Conn.,
in place of Frank LaFavre, resigned.

Burton Hodge to be postmaster at Roxbury, Conn.
became presidential January 1, 1923.

FLORIDA.

Edith O. Ryer to be postmaster at Lake Alfred, Fla. Office
became presidential January 1, 1923

Willilam P. Moore to be postmaster at Wellborn, Fla. Offica
became presidential January 1, 1923.

GEORGIA.
Earnest C. Smith to be postmaster at Bainbridge, Ga., in

place of J. M. Scott. Incumbent’s commission ired tems-
g, exp Septem

Conn.
Incumbent’s commission expireci

Office

HAWAITL

Kenichi Masunaga to be postmaster at Kealia, Hawaii, Office
became presidential January 1, 1923,

TLLINOIS.

Blanche V. Anderson to be postmaster at Leland, Ill, in place
&r 1%00 V. Anderson. Incumbent’s commission expired December

David G. Birkett to be postmaster at Washington, IIL, in
g‘llacle 9% G. W. Cress. Incumbent’s commission expired October

Harry C. Shales to be postmaster at North Crystal Lake, II1.,
in place of H. C. Shales. Incumbent’s commission expired
December 6, 1922,

John F. Mains to be postmaster at Stronghurst, I1L, in place
(]%2% F. Mains. Incumbent’s commission expired December 6,

Ralph Austin to be postmaster at Milford, IllL, in place of
:I[:)gaé;id McFadden. Incumbent's commission expired October 24,

William C. Kelley to be postmaster at Simpson, Ill. Office
became presidential January 1, 1923.

INDIANA,

Lee H. Pillers to be postmaster at Monroeville, Ind., in place
of A. 8. Robinson, resigned.

Roy M. Nading to be postmaster at Flat Rock, Ind. Office
became presidential January 1, 1923.

IOWA.

Lewis H. Mayne to be postmaster at Emmetsburg, Towa, in
place of P. H. Donlon, removed.

William D. Lorenzen to be postmaster at McCallsburg, Iowa,
in place of W. A. Stevenson, removed.

Samuel C. Laverty to be postmaster at Promise City, Iowa.
Office became presidential January 1, 1923,

KARBAS.

John A. Stark to be postmaster at Bonner Springs, Kans,, in
place of W. 8. Twist, resigned.

Ellen Simmons to be postmaster at Cottonwood Falls, Kans.,
in place of L. E. Waddell. Incumbent's commission expired
September 13, 1922,

Oliver R. Durham to be postmaster at Udall, Kans., in place
of E. B. Pontius, resigned.

David H. White to be postmaster at Merriam, Kans. Office
became presidential January 1, 1923.

EKENTUCKY.

Claude A. Foote to be postmaster at Sulphur, Ky. Office be-
came presidential October 1, 1921,

Charles A. Glascock to be postmaster at Flemingsburg, Ky.,
in place of Anna Glascock, appointed but not commissioned.

LOUISIANA. |

Dudley V. Wigner to be postmaster at Vidalia, La., in placa
of H. J. Knight, resigned.
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Henry A. Forshag to be postmaster at Crowley, La., in place

of A. G. Lormand. Incumbent's commission expired September
5, 1922,

Theophile P. Talbot to be postmaster at Napoleonville, La.,
in place of T. P. Talbot. Incumbent's commission expired May
16, 1922.

MAINE.

Frank O. Wellcome to be postmaster at Yarmouth, Me., in
place of F. O. Wellcome. Incumbent's commission expired Sep-
tember 28, 1922

MARYLAND.

Horace O. Makinson to' be postmaster at Ellicott City, Md.,
in place of E. A. Rodey. Incumbent's commission expired Sep-
tember 5, 1922,

MASSACHUSETTS.

John G. Faxon to be postmaster at Fitchburg, Mass,, in pla.ce
of J. R. Smith, deceased.

James F. Healy to be postmaster at Worcester, Mass., in place
of J. F. Healy. Incumbent's commission expired June 27, 1922,

MICHIGAN.

Grace Tillie to be postmaster at Honor, Mich., in place of E. L.
Lewandowsky, resigned.

Gertrude S. Scott to be postmaster at Sterling, Mich., in place
of K. J. Bullock. Incumbent’s commission expired September 13,
1922,

Perry Anderson to be postmaster at Stanwood Mich. Office
became presidential January 1, 1023,

MINNESOTA.

Nels A. Thorson to be postmaster at-Crookston, Minn., in
place of W, T. Nicholson. Incumbent's commission expired Sep-
" tember 26, 1922,
MISSISSIPPL.

James (. Brent to be postmaster at Biloxi, Miss., in place of
J. R. Meunier. Incumbent's commission expired November 18,
1922,

Willie Ramsey to be postmaster at Drew, Miss., in place of
J. P. Bullock. Incumbent's commission expired November 18,
1022,

James L. Danald to be postmaster at Tutwiler, Miss., in
place of J. L. Donald. Iucumbent's commission expired Sep-
tember 19, 1022,

John L. Kirby to be postmaster at Water Valley, Miss, in
place of J. L. Kirby. Incumbent's commission expired Sep-
tember 19, 1922.

William W. Cain to be postmaster at West, Miss,, in place
of W. W. Cain. Incumbent’s commission expired November
18, 1922,

AMISSOURL.

George L. Pemberton to be pestmaster at Charleston, Mo, in
place of M. L. Edwards. Incumbents’' commission expired Sep-
tember 5, 1922,

David W. Puthuff to be postmaster at Bolivar, Mo., in place
of P, L. Stafflebam. Incumbent’s commission expired October
14, 1922.

John R. Edwards to be postmaster at Dawn, Mo., in place
of Emma Currin. Office became third class January 1, 1921,

NEBRASKA.

Harry A. Riley to be postmaster at Spalding, Nebr., in place
of E. J. Whalen. Imcumbent's commission expired November
21, 1922

NEVADA.

Annie J. Christensen to be postmaster at Fernley, Nev.

Office became presidential January 1, 1923,
NEW HAMPSHIRE.

Alice R. Thompson to be postmaster at Antrim, N
place of H. W. Eldredge, resigned.

Edson M. Barker to be postmaster at Plymouth, N. H., in
place of H. B. Heath, Incumbent’s commission expired Sep-
tember 19, 1922,

Wells D. Foote to be postmaster at South Lyndeboro, N. H.
Office became presidential January 1, 1923,

NEW JERSEY.

Walter W. Whitman to be postmaster at Pleasantville, N. I.,
in place of T. H. Obert. Incumbent’s: commission expired

October 24, 1922,
Reuben Coyte to be postmaster at Coytesville, N. J., in place

of Reuben Coyfe. Imcumbent's commission expired October 24,
1922

% HL, i

William G. Britton fo be postmaster at Frenchtown, N. J., in
place of O. R. Kugler. Incumbent's commission expired May
6, 1920,

Clayton E. Green to be postmaster at Glen Gardner, N. J., in
place of Watson Rhinehart. Incumbent's commission expired
October 24, 1922,

Peser Tillman fo be postmaster at Rahway, N. J., in place of
gi-, {‘.mmrchgasner. Incumbent’s commission expired October

HEdward J. Tidabach to be postmaster at Short Hills, N. J.,
in place of E. J. Tidabach. Incumbent's commission expired
October 24, 1922.

William A. Polhemus to be postmaster at Whippany, N. J.,
in place of J. P. Walsh. Incumbent’s commission expired Octo-
ber 24, 1922,

NEW MEXICO.

Harvey Springer to be postmaster at Dawson, N. Mex., in
place of Harvey Springer. Incumbent’s commisgion expired
November 18, 1922,

NEW YORK.

Emil M. Pabst to be postmaster at Huntington Station, N. Y.,
in place of J. L. Durney. Incumbent’s commission expired
October 24, 1922.

Hilbert W. Becker to be postmaster at Brightwaters, N. Y.
Office became presidential January 1, 1923.

Christopher Martin to be postmaster at Altamont, N. Y., in
place of G. 8. Vroman, Incumbent’s commission expired No-
vember 21, 1922,

Robert B. Hoag to be postmaster at Iona Island, N. Y., in
place of R. B. Hoag. Incumbent’s commission expired Novem-
ber 21, 1922.

Albert M. Thayer to be postmaster at Livonia, N. Y., in place
gi 1;.921!2!‘ Thayer, Incumbent's commission expired November

Charles G. Mackey, jr., to be postmaster at Milton, N. Y., in
place of F. H. Smith. Incumbent’s commission expired Novem-
ber 21, 1922,

Henry A. Holley to be postmaster at Otisville, N. Y., in place
of L. N. 8. Rockwell. Incumbent’s commission expired March
28, 1920,

Francis D. Lynch to be postmaster at Stony Point, N. Y., in
place of F. D. Lynch. Incumbent's commission expired Novem-
ber 21, 1922

NORTH CAROLINA.

Grover C. Robbins to be postmaster at Blowing Rock, N. C,
in place of T. H Coffey. Incumbent's commission expired Sep-
tember 35, 1922,

Robert D, Herndon to be postmaster at Chapel Hill, N. C,, in
place of R. L. Strowd, resigned.

Jasper R. Guthrie to be postmaster at Graham, N, C., in place
of R. N. Cook. Incumbent's commission expired October 24,
1922

Joseph M. Carstarphen to be postmaster at Tarboro, N. C,
in place of W. D. Leggett, resigned.

NORTH DAKOTA.

Luella F. Stewart to be postmaster at Bottineau, N. Dak., in
place of R. B. Stewart, removed.

James E. Galehouse to he postmaster at Carrington, N. Dak.,
in place of J. W. Stambaugh. Incumbent’s commission expired
September 5, 1922,

Chapin Hayford to be postmaster at Casselton, N. Dak., in
place of William Strehlow. Incumbent’s commission expired
September 5, 1922,

Clarence G. Mathys to be postmaster at Wilton, N. Dak., in
place of -Samuel Fairman. Incumbent's commission expired
September 5, 1922,

OHIO.

Charles F. Decker to be postmaster at Vermilion, Ohio, in
place of C. A. Trinter. Incumbent’s commission expired Sep-
tember 19, 1922,

Eugene G. Dick to be postmaster at Oberlin, Ohio, in place of
M. A. Houghton. Incumbent's commission expired September
19, 1922,

OKLAHOMA.

Engene F. Harreld to be postmaster at Ardmore, Okla., in
place of T. L. Hopson, resigned.

Cora A. Sharp to be postmaster at Foraker, Okla. Office be-
came presidential July 1, 1922,

§. Edgar Thomas to be postmaster at Dewey, Okla., in place
of Leslie Hurlock, resigned.

Charles C. Sellers to be postmaster at Quapaw, Okla., in place
of A. G. Sweezy, removed.

PENNSYLVANIA.

Jennie A. Hickernell to be postmaster at Schaeflferstown, Pa,

Office became presidential January 1, 1923,
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Edythe T. Davies to be postmaster at Girardville, Pa., in place
of P. J. McLane, deceased,

George . Frey to be postmaster at Newville, Pa., in place of
T. A. Derick, resigned,

SOUTH CAROLINA.

Benjamin F. Foreman to be postmaster at Allendale, 8. C,, in
place of M. V. Keel. Incumbent’'s commission expired December
23, 1922, y

TEXAS,

Pierce Mayer to be postmaster at Corsicana, Tex.. in place of
A. N. Justiss. Incumbent’'s commission expired September 5,
1922,

James J. Ormsbee to be postmaster at El Paso, Tex., in place
of 1. A, Shelton, removed.

Ferman Carpenter to be postmaster at Franklin, Tex., in place
of L. L. Bradbury. Incumbent’s commission expired September
b, 1922.

Annie 8. Watson fo be postmaster at Sugar Land, Tex, in
place of A. 8. Watson. Incumbent’s commission expired Janu-
ary 24, 1922,

UTAH.

John F. Hunter to be postmaster at Helper, Utah, in place of
B. E. Hemphill, resigned.

VERMONT.

Ray H. Dearborn to be postmaster at South Fairlee, Vt
Office became presidential January 1, 1921,

VIRGINIA.

Charles F. Gauthier to be pestmaster at Bristol, Va., in place
of K. 8, Kendrick, removed.

William B. Murphy to be postmaster at Charlottesville, Va.,
in place of J. 8. White. Incumbent’s commission expired Sep-
tember 13, 1922,

Blanche M. E. Harris to be postmaster at Crozet, Va., in
place of E. F. Harris. Incumbent's commission expired July
21, 1921,

Tivy E. Jenkins to be postmaster at Wilder, Va., in place of
L. T. Addington, resigned.

WASHINGTON.

Frank Givens to be postmaster at Port Orchard, Wash., in
place of E. R. Hanks. Incumbent’s commission expired October
14, 1922,

‘Iru 8. Fields to be postmaster at Woodland, Wash., in place
of L. M. Fields, Incumbent's commission expired October 14,
1922,

Joseph L, Milner to be postmaster at Almira, Wash., in place
of W. P. Conners. Incumbent's commission expired October
14, 1922,

Inez (3. Spencer to be postmaster at Creston, Wash., in place
of I. G. Spencer. Incumbent's commission expired November
21, 1922.

,C]mrles (. King to be postmaster at Entiat, Wash., in place
of (. C. King. Incumbent's commission expired October 14,
1922,

Tolaver T. Richardson to be postmaster at Northport, Wash.,
in place of T. T. Richardson. Incumbent's commission expired
October 14, 1922,

Edward Hinkley to be postmaster at Snohomish, Wash., in
place of J. W. Miller. Incumbent’s commission expired October
14, 1922,

’lIIlU(] E. Hays to be postmaster at Starbuck, Wash., in place
of M. E. Hays. Incumbent’s commission expired October 14,
1922,

Matthew W. Miller to be postmaster at Waterville, Wash., in
place of J. M. G. Wilson. Incumbent's commission expired Oc-
tober 14, 1922,

WEST VIRGINTA.

Fred A. Smith to be postmaster at Northfork, W. Va., in place
of W. 8. Wray. Incumbent's commission expired November 21,
1922

WISCONSIN.

Joseph F. Huber to be postmaster at West Bend, Wis, in
place of H. B. Kaempfer, resigned.

Leon F. Pallister to be postmaster at Brandon, Wis., in place
of L. B. Halsey, Incumbent’s commission expired October 24,
1022,

Albert L. Marsh to be postmaster at Elroy, Wis., in place of
J. H. Smith. Incumbent’s commission expired September 5,
1922,

George L. Leverenz to be postmaster at New Holstein, Wis,, in
place of W. W, Lauson. Incumbent's commission expired Sep-
tember 5, 1922,

Oscar C. Werthelmer to be postmaster at Watertown, Wis., in
place of J. W. Moore. Incumbent’s commission expired Septem-
ber 5, 1922,

R. Claire Dixon to be postmaster at Silverlake, Wis. Offica
became presidential October 1, 1922,

WYOMING.

Alma N. Johnson to be posimaster at Yoder, Wyo.
came presidential January 1, 1923.

James Syme to be postmaster at Superior, Wyo., in place of
E. L. George, remoyed.

Office be-

CONFIRMATIONS.
Bzecutive-nominations confirmed by the Senate February 12, 1928,
UNrTED STATES MARSHAL.

Martin Brown to be United States marshal, western district
of Michigan.
POSTMASTERS,
ILLINOIS,
Paul M. Green, Bluffs,
Viola E, Buckingham, Washburn,
KENTUCKY.
Mollie 1. Nolan, Harlan.
0H 10,
Charles C, Shaffer, Alliance,
PENNSYLVANIA,
Otto R. Baer, Irwin,

-

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
Monpay, February 12, 1923.

The House met at 12 o'clock noon.
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered
the following prayer:

O Thou who makest the morning and the evening to re-
Joice, lift upon us the light and the blessing of Thy holy
countenance. Thou who are the light of life, illuminate the
pathway that awaits us. When other voices tempt and other
guides are false, keep us in the way of Thy truth. May we
be proud to listen to human appeals and always magnanimous
to serve their needs. O may we know how to use power. The
God of the nations bless our country. We are touched with
gratitude to-day as we get a glimpse of the past. On this
his natal day, bless us with the spirit of him whose heart
bore no guile, whose mind stored no prejudice, and who
breathed upon all men heaven’s blessing when he said: “ With
malice toward none and charity for all.” When the shadow of
the dusk descends, bring to our breasts the blessings of a day
well spent. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday, February 10,
and of Sunday, February 11, 1923, was read and approved.
SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER.

Mr. CURRY. Mr. Speaker, I have the honor to present and
request that the oath -of office be administered to Mrs., Mag
ErLra HustT NorAn, Representative elect from the fifth Cali-
fornia district, to fill the vacancy caused by the death of her
husband, Hon, John I. Nolan, who for nearly five terms so ably
represented that district in Congress.

The SPEAKER. The certificate seems to be in proper form.

Mrs. Noran appeared at the bar of the House and took the
oath of office preseribed by law, the Members rising and ap-
planding.

APPRENTICES IN THE GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE.

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. President, I call up the conference
report on the appropriation bill for the legislative branch of
the Government.

Mr, BLANTON.
unanimous consent?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota calls up a
conference report, and that has preference.

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman allow me to submit a
request for unanimous consent? It will take but a moment.

Mr. ANDERSON. Very well.

Mr. BLANTON. I ask unanimous consent to place in the
Recorp the letter which the Public Printer has sent to the
membership this morning, approving the Senate amendment
which is embraced in the motion made by the gentleman from
Pennsylvania [Mr. Kiess].

Mr, Speaker, may I submit a request for
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous.

consent to extend his remarks in the Recosp for the purpose
indicated. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The letter referred to is as follows:

GoversmexT PrINTING OFFICE,
OFFICE OF THE PUBLIC PRINTER,
Washington, February 10, 1923,

Mr Dear CoxereEssMmaNn: The legislative apI?mPrlation bill (p. 35)
contains a Senate amendment authorlxmg the Publie Printer to employ
isuch number of apprentices as in his judgment will be consistent with
the economical service of the Government Printing Office. A motion
is pending in the House for concurrence in this amendment., It has
'my hearty approval.

The Senate amendment has also been unanimously ap&mved by the
‘House and Senate Committees on Printing and the Joint Committee
lon Printing. The employment of ap) tices in the Government Print-
ling Office Eas likewise been indor by the first vice president of the
{International Typographical Union, Mr. Charles P. Howard, and by the
|United Typothet® of America, an organization of the foremost employ-
\ing printers in the United States, At a hearing before the House Uom-
mﬁ tee on Printing on January 22, 1923, Mr. Howard said :

“ There is no desire on my rt to indicate that there is any opposi-
tion to an increased number of apprentices in the Government Printing
|Office if the Congress should see fit to change the regulntions, I might
.add that the pro training of apprentices is a subject in which we are
{intensel dinltln_zm ed and in W we are spending a great many thou-
isands of dollars ever; = ;
| Under a law enactmilar 1895, when the Government Printing Office
was a comparatively small establishment, the number of rentices
This limitation stopped the train-

tricted to 25 at any one time.
gy Y Govi Office until last July.

R appmﬂmrgia Edo mf“ Pliln operation as

The system was Vi now in su D

“g pogsible within the limit as to the number of apprentices fixed by
e old Jaw.

Chiefly for the purpose of making the world's greatest printing plant
nvaﬂahig for the proper training of disabled wveterans of the World
pWar, it is pr?max to remove the restriction as to number of appren-
'tices. There is no intention to train more apprentices than the work
jof the office will justify, but in order that the Government Printing
{Office may be abie to seeure at all times an adequate mumber of thor-
loughly qualified workmen and to open the way for this great estab-
‘Jishment to do its full ghare in the vocational rehabilitation of disabled
-intcrans. it is earnestly urged that the Senate amendment be enacted

nto law.

Inelosed is an extract from report as Public Printer presenting in
detail the reasons for a restoration of the agprentimhi system in the
Government Printing Office. I wounld grea &p:pssrech your support
in this worth-while endeavor, which now nds for its permanent
siieeess upon the authorization asked of Congress in Senate amendment
No. 26 to the legislative appropriation bill. This will be acted upon
by the House probably Mounday or .

Guoree H. Car

ix OUIES, TER
SRRy Publio Printer.

TRAINING OF APPRENTICES IN THE GOVERNMBNT PRINTING OFFICE.
[Extract from Annual Report of the Public Printer for 19622.]

In gecordance with the plans outlined in the report for 1921, prepara-
tions were completed during the year for the training of apprentices
in the Government Printing Office. Adequate courses’ were careful
prepared for the instruction of apprentices to qualify them as printers,
pressmen, bookbinders, electrotypers, & , and machinists, each
course covering a period of four rs of intensive study and work.
'All the apprentices were appointed through civil-service examination,
and the eommission cooperated in every ‘“5 possible to make a suc-
cess of these examinations, which were held throughout the country
‘om a given date. One hun and sixty-two boys took the exam-
‘inations, and out of these, 118 qualified for a ent.

Twenty of the number taking the examination were memen%er boys
in the Government Printing O who had become inspired their
close association with the work of this office to learn a useful trade.
Mhe Civil Service Commission 1911&!‘011.!1, tted the messenger boys
to take a noncompetitive examination so that they might be appointed
on passing, without regard to their relative ma This provides
a suitable stepping-stome for any ambitious messenger boy who de-
sires to better his condition, and is especially advantageous to the
Government in availabl
boys who already have comnsiderable 1 of the
may clect to follow. Another very helpful action on the part of the
Civil Service Commissicn was fts agreement that apprentices, on satis-
factorily t:m:np‘leﬂni1 their four years’ training, could be :flpo{nted
as journeymen in their respective trades without further ecivilservice

examination. _

The printing act of 1805 unfortunately restricts the number of ap-
Jprentices that may be appointed in the Government Prin Office
to not to exceed 25 at any one time. This law was en when
there were only a few h journe in the Govermment Print-
ing Office, as compared with more 1,600 to-day. FEven under
mion rules, the office mow would be entitied tor approx
apprentices. As a matter of raca however, no apprentices
‘tralned in the Government Printing Office for more than 33 years.
The last of the few apprentices t ed In this office are now retir-
ing on account of age, after having proven themselves to be a

{he best and most falthful workmen ever employed in the Government |

Pr%@'tf{“(fn%mﬁﬁ‘ acconnt of the shortage of labor in various crafts, but
also to obtain employees pmperl{) trained in the requirements
of the Government service, is it highly essential that the Government
Printing Office resume at this time the work of training many of its
own sk?ued workers and continue without let or hindrance this most
important duty to itself and fo the printing industry of the United
Btates.

On the recommendation of the Public Printer, the Clvil Service
Commission has 1 that any person entitled to preference because
of military or naval service may be appointed an apprentice without
regard to the 20-year maximum age limit. This will afford an oppor-
tunity for the rehabilitation training of many war veterans if the
restrictien to 25 appreatices now imposed by law is removed without
farther delay. 2L

It is most urgenfly rec ded, ther e, that the apprentice
Nmitation be repealed by Congress at the present session, so that the

e for lgprent:lcs tralning ?:ra gé:u%g,r

Government Printing Office can begin at once more extensive trainin,
of veterans who may desire to eatn a good and comfortable livelihoo
as thurough(lg) competent craftsmen.

As the vernment Printing Office Is unquestionably the best-
equipped and most suitable place in the United States for training in
the various branches of the allied printing trades, it is regrettable that
this wonderful opg:rtunity is now denied by law to all but a few of
the young men who so heroically offered their lives in defense of the
Nation which maintains this big establishment. Their training can be
carried on without the expenditure of a sluﬁ'!e additional do save
for the compensation of the veterans who desire better to fit themselves
for the continued service of their country. If for no other reason, the
vocational training of disabled weterans alome will tu!lzl justify the
extension of the apprenticeship system to meet their special needs.

In this connect{(m it should be stated that the Public Printer is
already cooperating with the Veterans' Bureau In every way possible
under the preseat law to train such disabled veterans as may be p
in the Government Printing Office for vocational instruction. Beveral
trainees are now learning trades in this office. Expressing his ap-
gﬁdaﬁon of the interest which the Government Printin, flice has

en in the ad: te training of disabled veterans, the assistant direc-
tor of the rehabilitatlon division of the Veterans' Bureau recently

wrote the Public Printer as follows:
“s @« * It is such practical cooperation as extended by you in
this Insfance that encourages the bureau In its wvery difficult task of

restoring to active and useful service such veterans as were disabled

in defense of their country, and assists materially the plans of a

E;ltetul publie and Government to restore such disabled veterans to
r former capacity as useful citizens.”

LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATIONS.

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr, Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R.
13926) making appropriations for the legislative branch of the
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1824, and for
other purposes.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota calls up
a conference report on the bill which the Clerk will report
by title,

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota had moved
to concur in a Senate amendment with an amendment.
The Clerk will report the amendment and the amendment to
the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows: -

Amendment No. 26: Page 35, after line 18, insert:

“The Public Printer may hereafter employ such number of ap-

prentices as in his Judgment will be consistent with the economical
service of the office.

Mr. ANDERSOX moves to recede and concur in Senate amendment
No. 28 with the following amendment, In lieu of the Senate
amendment insert the follow ni:

“The Public Printer may hereafter employ such nuomber of ap-
prentices, not to exceed 200 at any one time, as in his judgment will
be consistent with the economical service of the office.”

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsyivania [Mr.
Kirss] had made a preferential motion that the House recede
and concur.

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Speaker, in order that the membership
of the House may be advised as to just what the situation is, I
should like fo say that the Benate adopted an amendment to the
bill making appropriations for the legislative branch of the
Government, as follows:

The Public Printer may hereafter employ such number of apprentices
?g i'nmhis judgment will be consistent with the economical service of

e ollice.

Under existing law the number of apprentices in the Govern-
ment Printing Office is limited to 25. So far as I know, there
is no objection on the part of anyone to increasing the number
of apprentices in the Government Printing Office. There are

| two fundamental reasons why this is desirable: First, because

it will give the Public Printer an opportunity to bring into the

service a number of young men who can be trained in the trades

that are practiced in the Government Printing Office; second, _
because it will give the Public Printer an opportunity to co-

operate with the vocational-iraining service in the interest of

veterans of the Great War.

The only question involved in the two propositions now pend-
ing is whether the authority of the Government Printing Office
to appeint apprentices should be unlimited, as is proposed by
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Kmess], or whether the
number of these apprentices shall be limited to 200, as proposed
by the amendment which I have offered.

Under the existing rules the number of apprentices employed
in commereial establishments is limited by agreements between
the employers and the employees. Mr. Carter, the Public
Printer, in his testimony before the subcommittee in charge of
this bill, stated that if 200 apprentices were allowed In the
Government Printing Office that number would conform sub-
stantially to the number permitted In commercial establish-
ments. I do not see any reason why the power to appoint an
unlimited number of apprentices should be granted to the Publie
Printer. On the contrary, it seems to me only desirable that
the power to appoint apprentices in the Government Printing
Office should be limited as is proposed by my amendment.,
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Mr, JOHNSON of Washington. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ANDERSON. I yield to the gentleman from Washington.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. The gentleman understands
that in the Government Printing Office there are three great
trades—pressmen, binders, and printers, thousands of em-
ployees in all—working along with the extremely small number
of 25 apprentices. The House Committee on Printing, the Sen-
ate Committee on Printing, and finally the Joint Committee on

" _ Printing all met and agreed that the plan proposed in the

Senate amendment was the preferential plan. It may be that
the best we can do is to limit the number to 200, and, if so, that
will be a step in the right direction. As I understand it, it is
not proposed that the number of apprentices shall be out of
proportion to the number of skilled men in the trade any more
than it would be in any other trade. The Joint Committee on
Printing, unless restricted by actual legislation, will have the
final control.

Mr, ANDERSON. Of course it Is true that the number of
apprentices who could be employed is largely limited by the cir-
cumstances surrounding the operation of the Printing Office
itseif; but the fact still remains that the 200 provided in my
amendment is substantially the number permitted in commer-
cial establishments, and I do not see any reason why an un-
limited number should be permitted. Unquestionably such an
authority might be subject to abuse. I can see no possible harm
that can come from limiting the number.

Mr. STEVENSON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ANDERSON, Yes.

Mr. STEVENSON. There is no other class of employees who
are limited. The only limitation is that he shall not at any
time employ more hands than the absolute necessities of the
public work may require, and upon that the power of the Joint
Committee on Printing limits it to what is economically neces-
sary. In other words, the matter is committed to the Joint
Committee on Printing. When there is no limitation placed on
other classes, why place it on this one particular class? There
is no charge of abuse by the Joint Committee on Printing or
the Public Printer,

Mr. ANDERSON. It has always been the practice of Con-
gress to fix the number.. I do not see any good that can come
from departing from that policy, especially in view of the fact
that the necessary requirements can be met.

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ANDERSON. This matter was fully discussed on Sat-
urday.

Mr. BLANTON. Well, if we can not have questions answered

we had better go to something else.

Mr. ANDERSON, Mr, Speaker, I move the previous question,

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I make the point that no
quorum is present,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas makes the point
that no quornm is present. Evidently there is no guorum present.

r. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House,

The motion was agreed to.

The Clerk called the roll, and the following Members failed to
answer to their names:

Angorge Evans Lee, N. Y, Rogers
Atkeson Fenn Little Rose
Bacharach Fess Luce Rossdale
Beedy Fish Luhrin Rucker
Begg Free McClintie Ryan
Bir Gallivan McFadden Schall
Bond Garner McLaughlin, Pa, Scott, Mich,
Bowers Gifford ead Bhreve
Brennan Gilbert Michaelson Hiegel
Britten Goldsborough lls isson
Brooks, Pa. Gould ontague Slenég
Browne, Wis. Graham, Pa. Moore, 111 Smith, Mich
Buchanan Griffin orin tiness
Burke Hawes Mudd Btoll
Butler Hays O’Brien Strong, Pa.
Cable Himes Olpp Sullivan
Carew Hogan Overstreet Sweet
Carter Huck ﬂli Tague
Chandler, Okla. Husted Park, Ga. Taylor, Ark,
Chindblom Hutehinson Parker, N. Y, GFaylnr, N. J"_
Classon Jones, Pa. Patterson, N, J. Thomas
Cockran Kahu Paul Thorpe
Codd Kel Perlman Tilzon
Colton Ke!ley Mich. Petersen Treadway
Connolly, Pa, dall Porter Tyson
Cooper, Wis. Kenn Pringey Volk
Coughlin Kind Rainey, Ala, Ward, N. Y.
Crowther King Rankin Ward, N. C
Cullen Kirkpatrick Reber ason
Davis, Minn, Kitchin Reed, N. Y. Watson
Dominick Kleczka Riddick Wheelér
Drane Knight Riordan Winslow
Dye Kreider Robsion Wood, Ind.
5mrmds Lampert Rodenberg Yates

The SPEAKER. Two hundred and ninety-one Members have
answered to their names; a quorum is present,

Mr, MONDELL, Mr. Speaker, 1 move to dispense with fur-
ther proceedings under the call

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. ANDERSON, Mr, Speaker, I move the previous ques-
tion.

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER. The question comes, first, on the motion of
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Kiess] that the House
recede from its disagreement to the Senate amendment and con-
cur therein.

Mr, ANDERSON,
question, 3

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota asks for a
division of the question. The first question is on the motion to
recede,

The motion to recede was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The gquestion is on the motion of the gentle-
man from Minnesota——

Mr. BLANTON. Mr, Speaker, I make the point of order that
after recession by the House the motion to concur Is still prefer-
ential, and the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.
Kiess] would be a preferential motion, because that disposes of
the whole question.

Mr. ANDERSON, Unquestionably it has been held that way ;
the motion to recede and concur is divisible, and when divided
the motion to recede and concur with an amendment takes prece-
dence over a motion to recede and concur.

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that while originally the
motion to recede and concur has precedence, yet after the ques-
tion has been divided and the House has decided to recede, then
the motion to recede and concur with an amendment has prefer-
ence. The question is on the motion of the gentleman from
Minnesota that the House recede and concur with an amendment,

The question was taken ; and on a division (demanded by Mr,
BrAnTon) there were 126 ayes and 22 noes.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I object to the vote because
there is no quornm present, and make that point of order.

Mr. MONDELL. There Is a quornm present ; some gentlemen
did not vote on either side.

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not sure and the Chair will
count. [After counting.] Two hundred and thirty Members
present. The ayes have it, and the motion is agreed to.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS.

Mr. OCRISP. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to extend
my remarks in the REcomp, to be placed in the rear of the
Recorp, by inserting therein the legislative history of certain
constitutional amendments.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

DEFINING CROP FAILURE IN PRODUCTION OF WHEAT, ETC.

Mr, TINCHER. Mr. Speaker, I call up from the Speaker’s
table Senate Concurrent Resolution 38, respecting the defini-
tion of crop failures in wheat, rye, and oats.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas calls up Sen-
ate Concurrent Resolution No. 38, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Benate Concurrent Resolution 38,

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring
That the President be requested to return to the Senate the b
(8. 2023) defining the erop fallure in the production of wheat, rye,
or oats by those who borrowed money from the Government of the
United States for the purchase of wheat, rye, or oats for seed, and
for other purposes, to correct an error therein.

Mr. TINCHER. Mr. Speaker, at the time this resolution
was under consideration the minority floor leader called my
attention to what he believed was a mistake in the bill. The
bill was sent to one department, which reported that that de-
partment thought the bill was all right. It is now apparent
that there will be a difference between the departments unless
the error be corrected, and I ask that the resolution be
agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the concur-
rent resolution.

The concurrent resolution was agreed fto.

USE OF PUBLIC PARKS, ETC., FOR SHRINE CONVENTION,

Mr. FOCHT. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve
itself into the Committee of -the Whole House on the state of
the Union for the consideration of House Joint Resolution 418,
authorizing the use of public parks, reservations, and other pub-
lic spaces in the Distriect of Columbia; and the use of tents,
cots, hospital appliances, flags, and other decorations, property
of the United States, by the Almas Temple, Washington, D. O,
1923 Shrine Committee (Inc.), and for other purposes.

Mr. Speaker, I ask for a division of the
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Pending that, T ask unanimous consent that general debate
upon the resolution be dispensed with.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves
that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of House
Joint Resolution 418, and pending that asks unanimous consent
that the first reading of the resolution be dispensed with, Is
there objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consider-
attli;n of House Joint Resolution 418, with Mr. Hicks in the
chair.

The Clerk proceeded to read the resolution.

Mr. FOCHT. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that
the first reading of the joint resolution be dispensed with, 3

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order
that where it has been agreed in the House that general debate
shall be dispensed with the bill is then read under the five-
minute rule in the committee.

The CHAIRMAN. The House having ordered dispensing
with general debate on the resolution, the Chair will instruct
the Clerk to read the resolution for amendments under the five-
minute rule.

The Clerk read as follows:

SEC. 3. That the Secretary of War and the Beeretary of the Nayy are
authorized to loan to the sald committee such ensigns, flags, decora-
tions, ete., belonging to the United States (battle flags excepted) as are
not then in use, and may be suitable and proper for decorations and
other purposes, which may be spared without detriment to the publie
service, such ensigns, flags, decorations, ete., to be used by the com-
mittee under such regulations and restrictions as may be preseribed by
the said Secretaries, or either of them: Provided, That the sald com-
mittee shall, within five days after the close of gaid session, return to
the said Seeretarles such ensigns, flags, decorations, etc., thus
loaned ; and said committee shall indemnify the United States for any
loss or damage not necessarily incldent to such use.

Mr, STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
last word. Has the Congress ever heretofore granted the
use of bunting, flags, and the like to any private association
for display purposes, as provided in this resolution? We
have heretofore granted the use of tents for convention pur-
poses outside of the District. This resolution is rather
broad, permitting the Secretary of War to grant the use of
flags and bunting, other than battle flags, ensigns, and deco-
rations. The only liability upon the part of the host, the
Almas Temple, is that they shall be liable for 1dss or damages
not incidental to their use. Nearly everyone knows that when
bunting and flags are used and rain comes they are not of
much use thereafter,

If the Government is in possession of bunting and flags,
why should not this private association indemnify the Govern-
ment for their use?

Mr. FOCHT. I call the gentleman’s attention to the fact
that there is full and ample provision made in the resolu-
tion for replacement and indemnification. On page 3 in line
4 the gentleman will find that the Shrine committee shall in-
demnify the United States for any loss or damage to tents,
and so forth.

Mr. STAFFORD. The gentleman does not answer my
question. I am inquiring why this association should not
be linble for the damage incident to the use of bunting and
flags.

Mr. FOCHT. Does the gentleman mean the wear and
tear? What kind of damage does the gentleman have in
mind? 3

Mr. STAFFORD. 1 assume that the War Department has
possession of a considerable number of flags and bunting,

Mr. FOCHT, ¥es; stored away.

Mr. STAFFORD. We all realize that when they are ex-
posed to the elements they are of little use thereafter.

Mr. FOCHT. Oh, no; it is the best thing in the world for
them to be exposed, to get them out of storage, and have
the moths shaken out.

Mr. STAFFORD. 1 challenge that statement, because the
War Department in the preservation of its reserve stock does
not have any loss by reason of moths. That is the case with
woolens and all other clothing material. I know from ob-
servation that when flags and bunting are used and rain
comes they are of little use thereafter. This bill does not
indemnify the Government for that loss.

Mr. FOCHT. It clearly says that the Shrine committee
shall indemnify the United States for any loss or damage to

such tents. What kind of English does the gentleman want to
convince him that they are held to liability?

Mr. STAFFORD. Let us take section 3 and see whether I
am talking by the card. Section 3 authorizes the Secretary of
War and the Secretary of the Navy to loan the said committee
such ensigng, flags, decorations, and so forth, as are not then
In use and may be sunitable for the purpose, and then their re-
sponsibility Is described as follows:

Provided, That the said committee ghall, within five days after the
close of said sesgion, return to the sald Secretaries all such ensigns,
mmsi * * * gnd * * * ghall indemnify the United States for
any loss or damages not necessarily incident to their use.

The pertinency of my inqguiry from the start has been to
inguire why you should not hold them liable for the damages
that may result from the use of them in case of storm. When
flags and bunting are used after a rain they are not of much
further use.

Mr, ZIHLMAN. Would it remove the objection of the gentle-
man if we struck out the words * not necessarily incident to
such use”?

Mr. STAFFORD. 1 think so.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, on this first amendment I
rise in opposition.

Mr. ZIHLMAN. Mr. Chairman——

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas is recognized
in opposition to the amendment.

Mr, BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, in June—probably all the
Members do not know—500,000 Shriner delegates from every
part of the United States will be here in Washington In a con-
c¢lave. It is estimated that they will spend in Washington at
least $100 apiece. That is $5,000,000 they will spend here. It
is impossible to find hotel rooms or rooms in private homes for
500,000 strangers here in this city in one body. It is estimated
that probably 100,000 of them will camp down here in the
tourist camp ground in their automobiles. It is estimated there
will be at least 100,000 more who will be camping on the va-
rious railroad sidetracks in Pullman cars, having their Pullman
cars chartered for the trip. The other 300,000 will try to find
rooms in hotels, boarding houses, and in private homes. Now,
this resolution is merely to try to take care of them and fur-
nish them with the ordinary courtesies that any city in the
United States would arrange for such a splendid body of men.
There is not one of them but who occupies the highest standing
in the community from which he comes as a leading citizen, as
a4 moral, upright man of responsibility in his community. My
friend from Illinois [Mr. IRELAND] knows that this is just as
little as we can offer these men by this resolution. I do not
think we ought to amend it. I do not think we ought to adopt
the amendment which my friend from Wisconsin is trying to
force out of my friend from Maryland. It is not necessary.
Very naturally there is some little damage incident to the use
of anything, but we ought not to place it upon the War Depart-
mwent to require the payment to this Government of some
imaglnary damage, and these men ought not to be held respon-
sible for that when they come here to their Nation's Capital,
and T hope the gentleman will not offer that amendment and
that we adopt this resolution without amendment, just like it
was brought in here. !

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

The committee informally rose, and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, a message from the Senmate by Mr. Craven,
its Chief Clerk, announced that the Senate had passed bills
of the following titles, in which the concurrence of the House
of Representatives was requested:

S.4235. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
Charlie Bridge Co. for construction of a bridge across Red
River between Clay County, Tex., and Cotton County, Okla.;

8.4522. An act authorizing the Secretary of State to convey
certain land owned by the United States in Santiago, Chile,
to the municipality of that city, and to acquire or receive in
exchange therefor other land located in the said city;

8.4503. An act granting the consent of Congress to Bethle-
hem Steel Co. to construct a bridge across Humphreys Creek
at or near the eity of Sparrows Point, Md.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed
without amendment bills of the following titles:

H. R. 7583. An act for the relief of Henry Peters;

H. R.10529. An act for the relief of Harry E. Fiske;

H. R.13760. An act to amend an act entitled “ An act to
authorize the construction of drawless bridges across a certain
portion of the Charles River in the State of Massachusetts,”
approved November 14, 1921 ; and -

H.R.369. An act for the relief of the owner of Old Do-
minion Pier A,
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The message also announced that the Senate had passed the
following resolution :

8. Res. 438, Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound
sorrow the announcement of the death of Hon. HsxrY Z. USBORNE,
late a Representative from the State of California.

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the
ilhzuiem:::spresenwtim and t a copy thereof to the family of

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect to the memory of the
deceased the Senate do now adjourn,

UBE OF PUBLIC PARKS, ETC., FOR SHRINE CONVENTION.

The committee resumed its session.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend-
ment is withdrawn and the Clerk will read.

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

8ec. 2. That the Secretary of War and the Sscretary of the Navy
are hereby authorized to loan to the said committee such tents, cam
appliances, and other mecessities, hospital furniture and utensils of a
descriptions, am ces, horses, drivers, stretchers, and Reéd Cross
-flags and poles belenging to the United Btates, as in their judgment
may be spared at the time of the session: Provided, That the said
Shrine committee shall indemnify the United States for any loss or
damage to such tents, appliances, etc., a&s aforesaid, not necessarily
incident to such use: And provided further, That the said committee
shall give approved bond to do the same.

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. I would like to ask the chairman of the committee
where he gets authority to loan Red Cross flags and poles?

Mr. FOCHT. The Government has furnished the Red Cross
with these flags and poles.

Mr. HULL. They belong to the Red Cross.

Mr. FOCHT. No; they do not; the Government loaned them
to the Red Cross. It has been generous with the Red Cross
and with other institutions in order to inspire enthusiasm and
patriotism and I am surprised there is any question about
this matter at all.

Mr. HULL. Well, I am not haggling at all.

Mr. FOCHT. That is what this seems to be.

Mr. HULL. But I simply want to inquire where the author-
ity comes for loaning Red Cross flags by the Secretary of War?

Mr. ZIHLMAN, If the gentleman will read the bill it says,
“belonging to the United States.” We are not loaning some-
thing that does not belong to the United States. The gentle-
man will find on line 2, page 3, it says, “ Red Cross flags and
poles belonging to the Unifed Siates.” So we are not trying
to loan something the Government does not own. If it did not
own them it could not loan them.

Mr, BLANTON, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HULL. Certainly.

Mr. BLANTON. When the Rock Island Arsenal visits Wash-
ington we will extend the same courtesy to all its members.

Mr. HULL. Well, I 2m not going to object to anything in
this resolution, buf, in my opinion, you are setting some very
dangerous precedents here in regard to loaning Government
property. The Committee on Military Affairs is continuously
confronted with the same reasons for the loan of Government
property which you are granting here. Now, If you are going
to loan Government property on an occasion like this for the
city of Washington, the question comes up, naturally, Why
should you not do the same thing when Atlanta has something,
or New Orleans has something, or San Francisco has something?
'and every one of you Congressmen will be asked by those cities
‘to obtain the same as in this case. I call attention to the fact
right here. You would not pass this resolution for any other
city in the country, but you are passing it here for the city
(of Washington. I am not going to object, but I call attention
to the fact.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out
line 6, page 3, the clause * not necessarily ineident to such
use.”

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment Mr. Braprorp : Page 3, line 6, after the word “ afore-
said,” strike the words * not necessarily incident to such use.”

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I do not know whether
the chairman of the committee wishes to accept that amend-
ment or not——

Mr. FOCHT. The author of the resolution is present and he
can speak for himself, but I understand he does not want to
accept any amendment whatever,

Mr, ZIHLMAN, Mr. Chairman, T do not see any harm in the
amendment offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr.
StA¥FoED].

Mr. BLANTON. You do not want to accept that.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I should think it ill be-
comes a member of the committee or any Member of the House
to charge any Member of this House with “ haggling ” when he

Is seeking to protect the interest of the Government. The gen-
tleman from Towa [Mr. Hurt] is well within his rights in call-
ing it to the attention of the Members of the House that this is
the first time that we have ever authorized the use of equipage
and flags and poles to any convention, The extent to which the
Committee on Military Affairs has gone whenever it has been
called upon to authorize the loan of these things from the War
Department has been merely the utilization of tents. We have
not even allowed the use of bedding and mattresses in the pos-
sesgion of the War Department. There is no difference hetween
this funetion being held in the Distriet of Columbia or out in
San Francisco or any other part of the country where there are
large stores of Army reserve supplies. We should at least pro-
tect the interests of the Government when you are seeking to go
to this extent and proposing to furnish everything, I might
say—ambulances, drivers, and stretchers—and provide that if
there is any damage incidental to the use of those things it
should be repaired.

Particularly do I direct the attention of the committee to the
fact that when bunting and flags are concerned what right have
we, although the Government has in its possession large quan-
tities of flags and bunting, to allow those article to be used for
this private demonstration without indemnification on the part
of the persons who use it? We have never done it heretofore
in the case of inangurations, I know the spirit that animates
Members here is to be liberal. I want to be liberal, but T think
we should particularly safeguard the interests of the Govern-
ment.

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. STAFFORD. Yes.

Mr. SNYDER. I think the gentleman is unduly exercised
about this matter. There is no doubt but that there are coming
to this city bodies of men such as never came here before.
There are probably 100,000 people of the country coming to this
town, representing every locality in the Union, and there is no
reason why the Government should not loan these things to
those men who are part of the whole people coming from all
parts of the country. I have read this bill earefully; I knew
something of it some time ago. I believe it should be passed
just as it is without a change in it. [Applause.]

Mr. STAFFORD. You are seeking here to loan materials
that we have mever loaned to others under similar eircum-
stances.

The CHAIRMAN,
consin has expired.

Mr. BLANTON.
amendment.

Mr. STAFFORD.
to proceed for five minutes more.

The time of the gentleman from Wis-
Mr, Chairman, I rise in opposition to the

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
I will yield some of it to

others.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani-
mous consent to proceed for five minutes more. Is there ob-
jection?

There was no objection.

Mr, STAFFORD, I will yield to the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania.

Mr. FOCHT. I want to say, Mr. Chairman, in answer to the
remark of the gentleman from Towa [Mr, HurL], that there
was no attempt on my part, as suggested by the gentleman from
Wisconsin [Mr. Starrorp], to offer a rebuke to the gentleman
from Towa. What he says is absolutely correct. But a prece-
dent was also set when we loaned the Liberty Bell to be sent
across the continent to inspire the minds of the youth of the
country. On that occasion we did not demand an indemnifica-
tion for any injuries that might be entailed. Let us give con-
sideration to each such precedent and determine it on its own
merits. But allow me to say that tMis organization is well
able to make good any indemnifying proposition that may be
submitted to it. The author of the resolution is ready to accept
any amendment intended to safeguard the property of the
Government.

Mr. BLANTON. Oh, no. You can not move the previous
question.

Mr. Chairman, T move to strike out the last word.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas moves to
strike out the last word.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chalrman, I want to show my col-
leagues the legal effect of the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Srtarrorp]. If you adopt his
amendment you make it obligatory on the War Department to
charge these Shriners for the value of the use of this property—
the rental value. That is exactly what his amendment means,
legally. You are to make them pay damages for the use of
this property, not exciluding the ordinary damage inecidental
to its use. Whenever you strike out this language, “ not neces-

R P e e e e o e )




1923.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

3515 .

garily incident to such use” that the gentleman asks you to
strike ouf, you require the War Department to charge them for
something that Congress does not intend that they ghall be
charged for. The chairman of the District Committee, when it
is in session over there in his office, absolutely controls the com-
mittee, but he can not now speak for the committee in accepting
this amendment. When he tells the gentleman from Wiscon-
sin [Mr. Starrorp] that he accepts it, he is speaking for one
man, and one only.

Mr. FOCHT. Who are you speaking for?

Mr. BLANTON. For another man; and that other man h_as
as much right to speak as the gentleman from Pennsylvania,
especially as the “ other man ” will be here after the gentleman
from Pennsylvania goes home. [Laughter.]

Let me eall attention to what this proposition embraces. Do
you know that every one of these 500,000 citizens of the United
States who are coming here in June, every one of them, is
either a Knight Templar Mason or he is a Thirty-second Scot-
tish Rite Mason? You gentlemen know what that means 11;1 a
community. It is the result of having lived a life of morality,
and sobriety, and good citizenship for years. It is the result
of having so conducted himself in his home community in such
a way that he has the confidence and the respect of his home
citizens. It is 500,000 of the leading citizens of this Nation
who are coming here in June, and I do not think that we ought
to place any such burden upon them or restrictions around
them.

Mr. SPROUL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BLANTON. I yield to the gentleman.

Mr, SPROUL. I want to say to the gentleman that there are
nearly 50,000 Shriners coming from the Dominion of Canada.

Mr. BLANTON. That just emphasizes the argument I am
making. I do not want to take up any more time, because
my friend from California [Mr, MacLArreRTY] is just dying to
say something, and I yield to him.

Mr., MacLAFFERTY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out
the last two words. I have almost imagined, as I have been
sitting here, that I was in the Scotch Parliament instead of
the American Congress. I am surprised that the gentleman
from Wisconsin [Mr. Starrorp] says that the Shrine coming
to Washington, the home city of this Nation, the city that
belongs to the people of the United States of America, is the
same as if they went to San Francisco or New Orleans. I
will tell you that I was at San Francisco when the Imperial
Council of the Shrine was held there last year, and the city of
San Francisco gave them everything they possessed to make
that show a success, We boasted in San Francisco that we
had 84 temples, and 129 temples have registered as intending
to come here. Now, for God's sake, gentlemen, these men, when
they come here, are to be the guests of our Nation. Let us
put out the bunting, let us put out all the flags, let us make all
the joy we can in this city. Every American ought once in his
life to visit the city of Washington, the home of his National
Government ; and let us, if we can, strike every word out of
the Recorp this morning that indicates that we have tried to
deal with the Shriners in a close or parsimonious manner.
Let us throw the door open and say, * Come in. You may he
good Americans when you come, but when you go back you
will be better Americans than you were before.” [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Starrorp].

. The question being taken, the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

Sec. 4. That the officer in charge of public buildings and grounds,
subject to the approval of the Becretary of War, is hereby authorized
to permit the use of any or all public parks, reservations, or other
publie gpaces in the District of Columbia for use by said committee for
parking automobiles, the temporary erection of tents for entertain-
ments, hospitals, and other purposes; and said committee is hereby
authorized to charge reasonable fees for entertainment and accommoda-
tions on sald parks, reservations, or other public spaces to aid in meet-
ing the necessary expenses incident to the session.

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word, for the purpose of asking the gentleman in charge of the
bill what is the meaning of the provision in lines 5, 6, 7, and 8
on page 4, that said committee is hereby aunthorized to charge
reasonable fees for enteratinment and accommodations on said
parks, reservations, or other public spaces to aid in meeting the
necessary expenses incident fo the session? As I understand
it, that will permit the local committee here, who naturally
will be anxious to recoup all the advances they have made for
the purposes of getting this convention here, to charge fees for
entertainments on public property. Does not the gentleman
think he ought to have somebody approve these fees besides the
committee, that is selfishly interested in getting a large return?
1 do not suppose the committee would be moved by any other
consideration than would move any local committee. It occurs

to me that if you are going to give them the use of the public
parks for the benefit of these men, somebody besides the com-
mittee themselves ought to have some say-so about the amount
of the fees that are going to be charged for the entertainments
and concessions on these grounds.

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. IRELAND. If the gentleman will allow me, while the
charge made may be a little more than the actual expenses of
caretaking, it is designed to protect the property that will be
left there during the time the conclave is in session. The
grounds must be policed and the property cared for in several
different ways, and that expense has to be met. Let me call
Your attention to this fact: Last year at San Francisco the
committee raised over $400,000 for the entertainment of this
Imperial Council. They expended quite a bit over $300,000 and
returned the remainder pro rata to the subscribers; but it cost
them over $300,000 to carry on the Imperial Council. It may
cost more than that here for the entertainment of the Imperial
Couneil in Washington, because holding the conclave in the
National Capital will attract people to the convention who
possibly would not attend in any other city.

Mr. MAcLAFFERTY. It is a center of population, too.

Mr. IRELAND. Yes.

Mr. WINGO. The gentleman does not get my point.

Mr. IRELAND. I will get to it in a moment. They have
not the money; they can not call upon the residents of the
District in the same way that they might in some other city,
and they must have some slight means of raising funds.

Mr. WINGO. From the selfish money-making standpoint,
why iIs not the bringing of this great crowd here just as valu-
able to the merchants of the city of Washington as it would be
to the merchants of any other city of the same size?

Mr. IRELAND. I presume that may be true in a degree,
and that is the only point of selfishness that may enter into it
in any way. I do not think the merchants of Washington are
especially interested——

Mr. WINGO. I am not charging -them with any undue
selfishness. Do not let that impression be created.

Mr. IRELAND. I understand that.

Mr. WINGO. But here is the point which the gentleman
does not seem to catch, I am willing to have them charge a
reasonable fee. It is very proper to have a reasonable fee for
the entertainment and accommodations furnished upon these
public parks; but I think the gentlemen who are anxious to
recoup what they pay out should not be permitted to deter-
mine what the amount of the fee shall be, prejudiced as they
are, as you and I would be, to charge what they think the
public will stand in order to recoup what they pay out. The
language of the bill provides that it is not simply to meet the
expenses that the gentlemun refers to but to meet the neces-
sary expenses incident to the session,

Mr. IRELAND. Even so, the possibility of recoupment is
so very remote they could not possibly receive in revenues any
appreciable fraction of the amount necessary to be expended.

Mr. WINGO. What is the objection to having these fees
approved by the commissioners?

Mr. IRELAND. I do not know that there would be any
serious objection to that.

Mr. BLANTON. I will answer the gentleman.

Mr. IRELAND. I am positive that Almas Temple would
not in any way want to abuse any privilege accorded.

Mr. WINGO. I do not think Almas Temple would.

Mr., IRELAND. They are the hosts. They do not want in
any way to seem inhospitable to any of their guests.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. WINGO. I ask unanimous consent that my time may
be extended five minutes.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Arkansas asks unani-
mous consent that his time be extended five minutes. Is therae
objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. WINGO. I yield to the gentleman from Texas.

Mr. BLANTON. All the members of this committee that wiil
have anything whatever to do with fixing the fees or making
the charge will be Shriners in whom every one of these 500,000
men who are coming here will have absolute confidence, -and
every one of them will approve of their action even before he
knows what it is; they all have such confidence in them.

We did this very same thing for the disabled ex-service men
when they had a circus down near the depot; we gave them
the free use of the lot for their circus. There will be certain
Shriners’ entertainments, and it will be the Shriners who will
pay, and they will pay whatever the committee charges readily
and willingly. .




. 3516 :

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

FEBRUARY 12,

Mr. WINGO. Gentlemen think that I am trying to attribute
to these men elements that are not common to the human
family. I am a thirty-second degree Mason myself, but that
does not make me so altruistic that I might sit on a jury in
which I had an interest in property rights that were involved.
1 do not know ; the gentleman may be a good Shriner, but he is
no better Mason than I am. The proposition is that somebody
who has not a selfish interest ought to pass on the reasonable-
ness of these fees. I have been on entertainment committees
myself. I think it would be a better protection to the eommit-
tee if you had officials to approve the reasonableness of the fees.

Mr. TRELAND. Let me give one instance of unselfishness.
The Almas Temple has voted to devote every cent they have in
the treasury to this matter. The Almas Temple when they get
through will be absolutely broke, They voted every cent it

possesses.

Mr. WINGO. I have great confidence in the judgment of my
friend. I am not going to offer an amendment, but I know the
members of this temple and I know that they would thank the
Lord if they had somebody to approve of these fees, so that
they would not be ecussed. ,There will not be, I fear, a State
in the Union that you will not have some members kicking at
the hoys here when there ought to be some official to share the
responsibility.

The Clerk completed the reading of the bill.

Mr. FOOHT. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do
now rise and report the joint resolution to the House with the
recommendation that it be agreed to.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly the committee rose,
and the Speaker having resumed the Chair, Mr. Hicxs, Chair-
man of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
Union, reported that that committee had had under consideration
House Joint Resolution 418 authorizing the use of public parks,
reservations, and other public spaces in the District of Colum-
bia; and the use of tents, eots, hospital appliances, flags,
and other decorations, property of the United States, by the
Almas Temple, Washington, D. O, 1923 Shrine Committee
‘(Inec.), and for other purposes, and had directed him to report
the same back with the recommendation that it do pass.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and
third reading of the joint resolution.

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read
the third time, was read the third time, and passed.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I move to reconsider that vote
and lay that motion on the table.

Mr. STAFFORD. I object, Mr. Speaker; there is no neces-
sity for it.

BOARD OF AOCOUNTANCY FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.

Mr. FOCHT. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve
jtself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
TUnion for the consideration of the bill (8. 2531) to create a
board of accountancy for the District of Columbia, and for other

urposes, and pending that I ask unanimous consent that gen-
eral debate be dispensed with.

Mr. BLANTON. Let us hear what the bill is.

The Clerk read the title of the bill,

Mr. BLANTON. I object to the request of the gentleman from
Pennsylvania to dispense with general debate,

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motien of the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania that the House resolve itself into the
Commitfee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the
consideration of 8. 2531.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly the House resolved
jtself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union, with Mr. Hicks in the chair,

ir. ZIHLMAN., Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that
the first reading of the bill be dispensed with,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland asks unani-
mous consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with.
Is there objection?

Mr, WINGO. Reserving the right to object, is the gentleman
going to bring up the school teachers’ bill to-day?

Mr. ZIHLMAN., We have a number of bills that we are to
bring up first.

Mr. WINGO. The gentleman does not intend fo pass the
school teachers' bill to-day?

Mr. ZIHLMAN. I would like to pass it if we can.

Mr. WINGO. Is 4£here any hope of reaching it to-day?

Mr. ZIHLMAN. I ecan not say; I am trying to expedite
matters as much as possible.

Mr. BLANTON. If the gentleman will yield, I want to say
that there is no chance in the world, because I believe that

bill has been sandbagged.

The CHATRMAN. Is there objection to the
gentleman from Maryland? : oL e

There was no objection.

Mr. HERRICK, Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order
that no quorum is present.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma makes
the point that no quorum is present. The Chalr will count.

Mr. HERRICK. I will withdraw that for the time being.

Mr. FOCHT. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. ZIELMAN],

Mr. ZIHLMAN. Mr. Chairman, there ought to be no contro-
versy about this bill. It does not appropriate a single dollar
out of the Federal Treasury. It simply gives the certified
public accountants the same protection that they enjoy in all
48 States in the Union. It has the indorsement of the Ameri-
can Society of Certified Public Accountants, and is presented
here owing to the faet that there was no protection at the
present time for those who have expended time and money
in obtaining the technieal education as a certified public ac-
countant here in the District.

An o ization has been issuing certificates here and certi-
fying public accountants to anyone who would pay a fee of
$15, and recently the Supreme Court of the District of Colum-
bia issued an injunction enjoining the furnishing or issuing of
such certificate.

The expenses of the board here created are pald entirely
out of the fees collected by them, and any remaining surplus
is paid into the treasury of the District of Columbia.

I do not know of any matter in controversy in the bill, and
I will be giad to answer any questions in reference to it that
I am able to answer.

Mr, STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. ZIHLMAN. Yes.

Mr. STAFFORD. I remember reading about some voluntary
board of accountancy here in the District being enjoined from
furnishing certificates outside of the District. Can the gentle-
man give any information as to whether a voluntary association
here has been furnishing certificates to authorize the perform-
ance of accountancy work in the States outside?

Mr. ZIHLMAN, Each State regulates its reciproecal relation-
ship with other States and with the District of Columbia as to
accountancy. The testimony before our committee was that an
association here calling itself a board had been issuing certifi-
eates for certified public accountants npon the payment of a fee
of $10, and we had before us a letter showing that in some cases
they had issued certificates to persons who were not proficient
in the art or profession of accountancy, with the proviso that
those people should apply themselves and fit themselves, not-
withstanding the fact that they had already received their cer-
tificates. That association has been enjoined from issuing these
certificates,

Mr. STAFFORD. It is very likely that that is the association
whose practices were condemned outside of the District. People
were seeking to use these certificates to permit them fo work In
other States. The genfleman from Michigan [Mr. MricHENER]
states that sults were brought in 10 other States to restrain the
practices of this fake commission.

Mr. ZIHI.MAN. That would not be possible if this bill be-
comes a law,

Mr. LAZARO. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ZIHLMAN. Yes.

Mr, LAZARO. If I understand it, the District of Columbia is
the only place in the United States that has no law regulating
public accountants.

Mr. ZIHLMAN. That is correct. All of the 48 States of the
Union have this protection for their certified public accountants.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask for recognition.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas is recognized.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, there ought to be a board
of accountancy. No man will deny the good policy of having.
a law which would require certain qualifications of men who
act as public accountants. That is not the question that I now
have in mind. The main question that I object to concerning
this bill is that it will again delegate to others the power of
Congress’ to fix salaries,

We permit the people of the District of Columbia, 437,000 of
them, to have no voice whatever in the management of their
own public business. We do not let them select their com-
missioners. We have their commissioners appointed for them.
The commissioners suit a few of the people, but the great mass
of the people of the District they do not suit. We let the
members of the school board, the board of education, be ap-
pointed for the people. We do not let the people select their
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own school board, but that board is selected under orders of
Congress.,

That board pleases some of the peaple, but most _of the peo-
ple it does not please. So with the Board of Publie Utilities,
We provide a method for their selection, concerning which the
people of the District, whom they serve, have no voice wl_mtefver.
That commission is selected under provisions authorized by
Congress for the people, not by the people. The action of the
Board of Public Utilities pleases a very few of the people
of the District, but the most of the people of the District it
does not please.

Because T have contended for one thing concerning the Dis-
trict I have been heralded publicly as the enemy of the Dis-
trict. I am not the enemy of the District. I am as good a
friend of this Nation's Capital as any man in the House or
any Member of Congress. There has just been one fundamen-
tal proposition that I have contended for here on the floor of
the House which has caused me to be placed in the category
of those who are not in favor of the District, and that is
fair taxation upon the people. I have contended here that
$1.80 on the hundred which is charged the people of the Dis-
trict is not fair taxation, when all of the balance of the ex-
pense of their eivie improvement and their civie government is
paid for by the whole people of the United States. This Board
of Accountancy that we are giving the people of the District is
one of the so-called recompenses that we make to the District
people for not giving them any voice in their government. It
is another of the recompenses that we make to the people of
the District when they are given this low rate of taxation.
It is not a proper recompense, however, to the whole people,
It does not recompense the people of the United States.

If we will place anything like the taxation on the 437,000
people who live here in the Distriet that our own people at home
pay, you will never find me opposing a single bill that is de-
signed for the interest of the Distriet. Is not that a reason-
able proposition? Is there any excuse for not accepting that
one proposition? Why should the people who live in the city
of Washington—the most beautiful city in the world, and if
not that the most beautiful in the United States—not pay
something like the taxes our home people pay? Why should
they get all of the civic benefits, eonveniences, and improve-
ments here and pay only $1.30 on the hundred? That is the
total tax they pay. That is a question that sooner or later
will have to be answered here on the floor, of this House and
in the other end of the Capitol.

Mr. JOHNBON of Mississippi.
tleman yield?

Mr, BLANTON. Yes.

Mr. JOHNSON of Mississippi.
per cent valuation, is it not?

Mr. BLANTON. No; it is presumed to be based on a 100 per
cent valuation.

Mr. JOHNSON of Mississippl. Two-thirds is the testimony,

Mr., BLANTON. No; the gentleman is wrong ahout that,
because I know what I am talking about. It is presumed to
be based on a 100 per cent valuation, but it is not, when the
property is rendered for taxation. Let me say to my friend
that he probably noticed in the paper the other day, if he
reads the papers as closely as I do, and I am sure that he
does, that the property out here at 2400 Sixteenth Street, known
to every Congressman—it is a kind of rendezvous for Congress-
men and Senators——

Mr. WINGO. What? i

Mr. BLANTON. They understand down in Texas what ren-
dezvous means, and I am sure they do in Arkansas—that
property was reported sold the other day for $2,500,000, so
we are informed by the public press. Of course, I do not
know myself what it sold for, but the public press is our only
means of finding out things in some instances. If the press
deceives us, that is not our fault. The newspapers of YWash-
ington—and it has not been denied—told us the other day
that the property at 2400 Sixteenth Street sold for about
$2,500,000. How much Is it rendered for, for purposes of
taxation?

I have been told it was less than $1,100,000 that this property
is rendered for taxation. Is that full value? I noticed the
press reported a building sold to a merchant about three months
ago, and I noted the purchase price of the sale, and I caused
an inquiry to be made to find out what that property was ren-
dered for taxation, and it was rendered for only 48 per cent of
what it sold for. Now, the presumption is that it was rendered
at full value, but when you investigate you find that it is not.
Go down and buy a home out here, one of these new homes on
Irving Street, and pay $17,500 for it—that is what you will
have to pay—and you go down here and see what that property

Mr, Chairman, will the gen-

Then, that is based on a 60

is rendered for taxation, and you will find out that few of them
are rendered for taxes for as much as $12,000.

Mr. STEVENSON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BLANTON, T will |

Mr. STEVENSON. That has not been my experience, I
bought & home the firsi year I was here for $8,000, and they
got it rated $7,900 for taxes, and that is pretty close.

Mr. BLANTON. How long ago was that?

Mr. STEVENSON. Nineteen hundred and eighteen.

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman bought in 1918 for $8,000?

Mr. STEVENSON. Yes, sir.

37%56 ?BLANTON. And they are now rendering it for taxes at

Mr. STEVENSON. It is rendered for taxation at $7,900.

Mr. BLANTON. That is about right if you want fo get a
rate of about 50 per cent, because the property which the gen-
tleman bought back in 1918 for $8,000 is probably worth $16,000
now. Just take it all over the city, that is the fact; it has
abount doubled in price.

Mr. STEVENSON. If the gentleman wants to buy it at that
figure, I wil be glad to make a trade.

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman will not sell at $8,000, will he?

Mr. STEVENSON. I will sell mighty close to it.

Mr. BLANTON. How much? We might make a deal

Mr. STEVENSON. Well, I am not going to say; but if the
gentleman wants to buy it at $16,000, he can get it.

Mr. BLANTON. But he will not sell at anything like the
figure it is rendered for taxation? I am just making this
point ;: That the people here pay on a tax of $1.80 per $100, and
our constituents at home pay all the balance of their expenses.

Mr. STEVENSON. Will the gentleman yield for one further
question?

Mr. BLANTON. Yes.

Mr., STEVENSON. I agree with the gentleman that the
people here ought to pay equal taxes. I have a good deal more
property elsewhere than here, but——

Mr. BLANTON. Is there a single man here who does not
agree with that? I would like to see who does not. Now, wait
just a minute. I want to clinch the nail here. There is not a
man here who disagrees to that proposition, because no one has
evidenced oppesition. Then why do we not do it? We sit here
day after day and year after year and let these 437,000 peopls
in the District of Columbia continue to pay $1.30 for taxes,
when people elsewhere, in every other city, are paying at least
3 per cent, and because I think they also ought to pay a fair
tax here I am heralded as an enemy to the people of this Diss
trict. My name is rarely mentioned in the newspapers here
exeept in a derogatory way because I stand up and fight for
something that is right and for something which ought to be
done by Congress.

Mr. STEVENSON. What I wanted to ask the gentleman and
what has bothered me is, What is to be done with the enormous
amount of Government property here that onght to be put on
the tax books, which, if it paid taxes on the absolute value, it
strikes me, we would not have to get anything out of the Treas-
ury at all to run the District government at the present rate?
What about that?

Mr. BLANTON. This Government property has caused
Washington to grow from a village to a city of 437,000. Mr.
CramroN, the gentleman from Michigan, of whom I am a great
admirer, because I have watched him here in his hard work,
and I am a great admirer of any gentleman who works, has a
bill here which he introduced the other day to change this
fiscal relation and make the Government pay only $8,000,000
toward the expenses of this city and the District people pay the
balance of it. That is a step in the right direction, but it does
not solve the question.

It is not proper that the whole people of the United States
should be made to pay $8,000,000 expenses for District people,
whose total taxes aggregate only §1.30 on the $100. Why do we
not wake up some day and stop this foolishness, and say that
the people of the Disirict of Columbia shall pay 3 per ecent tax
and the Government pay the balance? That is as little as we
can do and do justice to the whole people of the United States.
I wonder If there is a single city of 10,000 people or more in
the United States whose total taxes—State, county, municipal,
and school—is under 3 per cent all told. I do not think there
is a city in the United States where the tax is under 3 per
cent, total tax. Why do not we wake up and say that there
shall be 3 per cent tax here? I will tell you why, and I want
to be frank with my colleagues. Everyone is choosing the path
of least resistance on this question. You are willing to sit down
and say nothing. Are you afraid of the newspapers who con-
demn me because I speak the facts? Are you afrald of that, or
are you afrald of their putting cartoons in the paper about you?
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That is the path of least resistance. Do you let that influence
you? I am not afraid of it. I can stand it. The time is going
to come when the people of the District, the big men who think,
are going to go to these papers and say, “ You let Congressmen
alone when they are honest and sincere, when they are speaking
their convictions; you let them alone and not abuse them as
you are doing. They have the right to speak their sentiments
about the District. You are merely making enemies for the
District instead of friends.” They have never made me an
enemy, because I am broader minded than that. I can with-
stand criticisms. I am not punishing the people of the District
because of the way the newspapers treat me, but I stand up
and fearlessly speak for what the whole people ought to get.

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BLANTON. Yes.

Mr. WINGO. I would like the gentleman to enlighten the
House as to why we can not get up the teachers’ pay bill;
why we can not get it up to-day.

Mr, BLANTON. The gentleman does not want to get me “in
bad " with the committee, does he?

Mr. WINGO. No. I appreciate the amicable relations that
exist between the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. FocHT]
and the gentleman from Texas. But I would like to have some
enlightenment as to when we shall be able to get the teachers’
pay bill up.

Mr. BLANTON. I have so qualified and limited my remarks
that I can still keep my feet under the table with the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania and sit with him at the various con-
ferences we have on District business.

Mr. WINGO. How about what is on top of the table?
[Laughter.]

Mr. BLANTON. I will tell you what I believe. I believe
my good friend from Pennsylvania has sandbagged that bill,
and I will tell you why. In the form in which that bill was
brought into the committee, it took splendid care of the ad-
ministrative officers of the school board. It raised their sal-
aries to the limit, and the blue gky was the limit. The statutory
salary of the president of that board is now $5,000. He had
the Committee on Appropriations raise it to $6,000, but they
did it without authority of law. His authorized statutory
salary, I say, is only $5,000, When he prepared that teachers’
pay bill he put his salary at $10,000, $2,500 more than a Sen-
ator at the other end of the Capitol gets, and the other adminis-
trative officers were all taken care of in the same proportion.
Then I whittled on it in the committee, but succeeded in re-
ducing it only to $7,500. When you came to the teaching
teacher, the scientific teacher that actually teaches the chil-
dren, the one who does the real work, the one who really forms
the backbone of the educational system, you will find they were
not properly taken care of at all, and if it had not been for the
motions of my friend from Maryland [Mr. Zrataman], seconded
by myself, some of them would still be not properly taken care
of. But Mr. Zrarman, backed up by some of the rest of us on
the committee, took care of those teaching teachers, and be-
cause the teachers asked us to do that they made these adminis-
trative officers mad, and to punish those teachers they said,
“Yonu let us run these legislative affairs. Keep your hands out.
Now you have spoiled the broth, and the bill won't pass.”
If it had not been for the action taken by the teachers them-
selves, they would not have gotten any proper raises at all.

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BLANTON. Yes.

Mr. MORGAN. Are you in favor of the union?

Mr. BLANTON. I am in favor of these teachers, and ap-
prove of them coming to Congress for proper redress of thelir
rights. So we took care of those teachers in the bill. We seem
to have made those administrative officers mad.

Mr., ZIHLMAN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BLANTON. Yes.

Mr. ZIHLMAN. The gentleman does an Injustice to the
chairman of the committee. The bill has been on the calendar
since the 9th day of August. We hope to reach that bill. But
as to this bill which is pending now, about which there is no
controversy, the gentleman by his objection has thrown it into
general debate.

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman tell me how long the
teachers bill has been before Clongress?

Mr. ZIHLMAN. It has been on the calendar ever since last
August.

Mr. BLANTON. But for about three years it has been a
mooted question before Congress, and we did not hear of this
accountancy bill until just a short time ago.

Mr. ZIHLMAN. It has been on the calendar since last
August. :

Mr. BLANTON. Did we not hold hearings in our committee
only a short time ago?

Mr. ZIHLMAN. They have not had any h
is ;I.I Se%?{% 331, on the galendsr. e
e . Mr. Chairman, will the an
%}:‘_ %LI%%%ONI Yew. gentleman yield?
5 £ am glad to hear that from the gentle
from Maryland. Do you not think we can passg thlamz::‘c.E
countancy bill and then take up the teachers bill?
m::t{r‘f gg.&gﬁ'[‘gll\;ndl[gh}adg accept the statement of the gentle-
r. Z1HL
teaﬁhers' Crgdeony MAN] that he would take up the
r. FOCHT, Mr. Chairman, will the gentl ;
?11‘. BI:IAE;'TION- s m!nut’e. the gentleman yield?
am glad that the gentleman will take up the teachers’
next, because it is one of the most importanpt pieces of lesgi;ﬁ-!
tion that is before our committee, It ought not to be sidetracked
332?{: tIat {; té‘thl:nth:ét tl;sre m-el some llittle things in there that
ged. @ ought to ch it.
something had sandbagged itf; s . B Senervally

Mr. KNUTSON. Let me s t that if w 1
or so we will get nowhere. [uliiglf;hter.f e tal-k SR O

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman from Minnesota can Coue
some gentlemen, but he ean not Coue me. [Laughter. ]

I will agree to quit the floor now if the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania will promise to take up the school bill next.

g}r. g?gHTbNWe have it here.

r. BLANTON. Is the gentleman going to take it up to-day?

Mr. FOCHT. If you will get through talking or elsg talk {0
the question pending and help get some of these bills out of the
way.

Mr. BLANTON. How many bills are ahead of it?

Mr. FOCHT. Three.

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman says “ three.”
man knows he can not pass those three bills to-day.

Mr. FOCHT. 1 want to ask the gentleman this question :
Will you vote for this school bill? And if you will, when did
you change your mind from what you said to me?

Mr. BLANTON. I am for the school bill, with a few minor
changes. I am for every single feature of it that raises the
teachers' salaries.

Mr. FOCHT. You are not for it except you want a teachers’
bill in which the people of the District of Columbia will pay the
whole expense.

Mr. BLANTON. That should be done,
ers part of it, too.

I am for the teachers’ raises in the bill.
administrative raises in it.

But let me get back to the bill under consideration. In this
accountancy bill we are providing that the Commissioners of
the District of Columbia may fix the remuneration that thls
board of accountancy shall receive out of the fees that they
charge. That is an improper delegation of authority from
Congress to the commissioners, the delegation of a power that
Congress itself ought to exercise. I am not going to vote to
delegate the power of Congress to fix salaries to any commis-
sion any more as long as I am here on the floor of this House.
I am going to meet by my vote the responsibility that is upon
my shoulders as a Representative of the people in Congress, and
when these salaries are fixed they should be fixed by our votes
here and not by the vote of a delegated authority, Why should
we not fix these salaries ourselves? Why should we leave that
matter indeterminate? Why should we leave that matter un-
decided and open? Why should we let the commissioners do
in the future something that we ought to do in this bill our-
selves? I am not in favor of it. I am in favor of fixing now
the remuneration that this board of accountancy shall receive
and not leave it to the commissioners to decide in the future.
If the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Focat] will change
that feature, if he will fix the reasonable remuneration so that
we as Members of Congress will know what we are doing,
then I will vote for this bill. Otherwise I am going to vote

The gentle-

I am for the teach-

I am against the

against it.

Mr. HAMMER. Will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. BLANTON. I yield to the gentleman from North
Carolina,

Mr. HAMMER, Does not the gentleman think we could pass
this accountancy bill in five minutes if we would stop debating
it? :

Mr. BLANTON.
the gentleman.

Mr. HAMMER. It seems to me there is no necessity of
debating all these questions of taxation and other things in
the consideration of this bill

Mr. HERRICK. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BLANTON. T am through.

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read.

There are a few other things I want to tell
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Mr. HERRICK. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order
that there is no gquorum present.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma makes
the point of order that there is no quornm present. The Chair
will count. [After counting.] One hundred and six Members
are present, a quorum. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as
follows :

8gc, 2, That for the ];lmrpose of this act a public accountant is hereby
defined as a person skilled in the knowledge and science of accounting,
who holds himself out to the public as a rpractiuing accountant for com-
pensation, and who maintaing an office for the transaction of business
as such, whose time during the regular business hours of the day is de-
yoted to the practice of accounting as a professional public accountant,

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. Is it necessary for an accountant in the Distriet of Co-
lumbia to maintain an office for the transaction of business, as
this section provides?

Mr. ZIHLMAN. No.

Mr, STAFFORD. The section provides—

for the purpose of this act a public accountant Is hereby defined as a
erson skilled in the knowledge and sclence of accounting, who holds
mself out. to the public as a practicing acecuntant for compensation,

and who maintains an office for the transaction of business as such,

whose time during the regular business hours of the day is devoted to
the practice of accounting as a professional public accountant.

Mr. ZIHLMAN. Later in the act it defines those who do not
maintain an office.

Mr. STAFFORD. I thought that the qualifications for ac-
countancy were mental, and not physical

Mr. ZTHLMAN. I think the gentleman is correct in that.

Mr. STAFFORD. When I read this section some months ago
1 thought it was rather strange that you should require a per-
son in order to be considered a public accountant to maintain
an office for the transaction of business as such.

Mr. ZIHLMAN. Anyone who comes here and who has not
an office, who comes here to do some particular piece of work,
will have a certificate as a certified public acecountant from his
own State. This is merely to license accountants in the Dis-
trict of Columbia.

Mr, STAFFORD. What is the necessity of reguiring that
he maintain an office for the transaction of business?

Mr. ZIHLMAN. Where do you want him to do business—on
the street corner?

Mr. STAFFORD. Obh, no; that is not necessary. A man
may be a professional man without having an office.

Mr. ZIHLMAN. It provides later in the bill for certifying
men who are employed by other firms. It is the common lan-
guage used in all these cases.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend-
ment will be withdrawn, and the Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

SEC. 4. That the board of accountancy shall not grant a certificate as
a certified public accountant to any person other than (a) a citizen
of the United States, one who has duly declared his or her intention
of becoming such citizen, who is over the age of 21 years; and (b) of

ood moral character; (c) who is a graduate of a high school with a
our years' course or had an equivalent edueation; and (d) who
has received a diploma from some recognized school of aecountancy and
has had one year's experience in the employment of a practicing certified
public accountant, or has had three years' experience in the employ of a
practicing certified public accountant; and (e) except under the provi-
sions of section 6 of this aet, who shall have successfully Pa.ssed exami-
nations in the theory and practice of general accounting, in commereial
law as affecting accountancy, and in such other related subjects as the
board may deem advisable: Provided, t the board of accountancy
may waive the provision for accounting experience as set forth in
clause (d) above, and in lieu thereof may hold in abeyance a certificate
to any person who shall otherwise have qualified until such time as the
nip lieant can prove to have served two years in the employ of a prac-
# c?ng certified public accountant: Provided further, at the board
may waive the requirement for service In the employ of a practicing
certified public accountant, as set forth in clause (d) above, in the
case of any perzon who has had not less than five years' actual and
continuous experience in auditing the books and accounts of other per-
sons in three or more distinet lines of commercial business, but noth-
ing contained in this act shall be construed as granting any power to
wave any provision of this aect other than as set forth gm‘ein, nor
ghall any such waiver be granted except by the unanimous vote of
the members of the board.

With the following committee amendment:

On px%v, 8, line 15, affer the word * education” insert “or who,
in the opinion of the board, has had sufficient commercial experience in
accounting.”

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the com-
mittee amendment.

The committee amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

Spc. 8. That the board of accountaney shall charge for the ex-
aminations, together with certificates to suecessful applicants, pro-
vided for in this act, a fee of §25, This fee shall be payable by the
applicant at the time of making his or her initial application. ngﬂd
the applicant fail to pass the reguired examination, subsequent exami-
nations will be given the same applicant for an additional fee of $10
for each examination. From the fees collected under this act the

board shall pay all expenses incident to the examinations, the expenses
of issuing certificates, and traveling expenses of the members of the
board while performing their duties under this aect; and if any sur-
g]us remain on the 30th day of June of each year the members of the
oard shall be paid therefrom such reasonable compensation as the
Commissioners of the District of Columbia mag determine: Provided,
That no expenses incurred under this act shall be a charge against the
funds of the United States nor the District of Columbia. The board
shall annunally report the number of certificates issued and the receipts
and expenses under this act during each fiscal year to the Commission-
ers of the District of Columbia,

With the following eommittee amendments:

Page 6, line 28, after the word “ compensation,” insert “for actual
time employed.”

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the committee amend-
ment.

The committee amendment was agreed to.

Page 6, line 25, after the word * determine,” insert *and the re-
maining surplus, if any, shall be covered into the Treasury of the
United States to the credit of the District of Columbia.”

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the com-
mittee amendment.

The committee amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk resumed and completed the reading of the bill.

Mr. FOCHT. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do
now rise and report the bill back to the House with the amend-
ments, with the recommendation that the amendments be agreed
to and that as amended the bill do pass.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, Mr. Hicks, Chairman of the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com-
mittee having had under consideration the bill 8. 2531 had
directed him to report the same back to the House with sundry
amendments, with the recommendation that the amendments be
agreed to and that the bill as amended do pass.

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any amend-
ment? If not, the Chair will put the amendments in gross.

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. HERRICK. Mr. Speaker, I object to the vote and make
the point of order that there is no quorum present.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma makes the
point of order that there is no quorum present. HEvidently there
is no gquorum present.

Mr. HERRICK. I withdraw the point of no guorum.

The SPEAKHR. The Chair regrets to say that it is too late.
The Chair has declared that there is no quorum present.

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House.

The motion was agreed to.

The doors were closed. :

The Clerk called the roll, and the following Members failed
to answer to their names:

Andrew, Mags. Dunn Kreider Rogers
Ansorge Dyer Lampert Rose
Atkeson Edmonds Langley Rosenbloom
Bacharach Fairfield Lee, N. Y. Rossdale
Bankhead Fenn Luce Ryan
Barkley Fess Luhring Banders, Ind.
Beck Fish McClintie Bchall
Beedy Fitzgerald McDuffie Bcott, Mich.
Benham Frear McFadden Seott, Tenn,
Bird Freeman McLaughlin, Nebr, Siegel
Black Funk McLaughlin, Pa, Sisson
Bland, Ind Gallivan Slenég
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The SPEAKER. Two hundred and forty-six Members have
answered to their names; a quorum is present.

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr, Speaker, I move to dispense with fur-
ther proceedings under the call.
- The motion was agreed to.

The doors were opened.

The SPEAKER. The question {s on agreeing to the amend-
ments.
The amendments were agreed to.

The
bill.

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed.

BILLS BEPORTED FROM COMMITTEE ON DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA,

Mr, FOCHT. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
‘Union for the consideration of bills reported from the District of
Columbia Cominittee.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves
that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of bills
reported by the District of Columbia Committee.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly the House resolved
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
Union, with Mr. Hicks in the chair,

EQUALIZE PENSIONS OF RETIRED POLICEMEN AND FIREMEN OF THE
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA,

Mr, FOCHT. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (8. 3169), to
equalize pensions of retired policemen and firemen of the Dis-
trict of Columbia, and for other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I ask for recognition.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks for
recognition, Is there objection?

Mr. HERRICK. 1 object.

The CHAIRMAN. The Olerk will read the bill

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That on and after the passage of this act all
persons upon the pension rolls of the police and fire departments of
the District of Columbia who were granted relief in accordance with
laws enacted prior to December 5, 1919, shall receive such relief as is
allowable under extstinﬁ Iaw, and all persons now or hereafter receiv-
ing rellef from the policemen and firemen's rellef fund shall also be
enfitled to all pension benefits resulting from any inerease in gﬂy that
has or may hereafter be granted by Congress: Provided, That no
arrears of pension shall be granted for nn{ period 'Erlor to an applica-
tlon for an increase in pension under the provisions of this act:
Provided further, That any widow entitled to relief from the policemen
and t%remen‘a rellef fund may hereafter recelve not more than $80 per
mni*?lc.' 2. That all acts and parts of acts to the extent that they are
inconsistent with this act are hereby repealed.

Mr. UNDERHILL. Mr. Chairman, I ask for recognition.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Massachusetts is

recogunized,

SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the

MEBSSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

The committee informally rose; and Mr. MaopeEN having taken
the chair, a message from the Senate, by Mr. Craven, its Chief
Olerk, announced that the Senate had passed without amendment
joint resolution of the following title:

H. J. Res. 440, Joint resolution to satisfy the award rendered
aguinst the United States by the arbitral tribunal established
under the special agreement concluded June 30, 1921, between
the United States of America and the Kingdom of Norway.

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to
the amendment of the House to Senate amendment No. 26 to
the bill (H. R. 13926) making appropriations for the legislative
branch of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30,
1924, and for other purposes.

EQUALIZE PENSIONS OF RETIRED POLICEMEN AND FIREMEN OF THE
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA,

The committee resumed its session.

Mr. UNDERHILL., Mr. Chairman, I dislike to take time on
a bill of this character, but I do not want the Members of the
House to vote without full knowledge of the real contents and
purpose of this bill. In 1916 a law was passed retiring firemen
and policemen of the District of Columbia. A fund was created
to which the Government contributed liberally, and 13 per
cent of the salary of these employees was converted into the
fund. In 1919 the pay of the police and firemen in Washing-
ton was materially increased. The men who had been retired
under the old pension act—50 per cent of their salary—were
entirely satisfied with the conditions, but became dissatisfied
immediately on the increase of salary of those who took their
pluces, because those in the department now are retired on one-
half of the salaries which were increased in 1919. Now, this
bill seeks to equalize the pensions of these two classes of em-

ployees. It is absolutely wrong to my mind, because it is retro-
active in its character. It would be just as reasonable for the
members of the Washington police and fire departments who
were retired previous to the establishment of any pension legis-
lation whatever to come here and ask that they, too, be granted
the privileges of retirement under the present retirement bill.
If the pay of those at present employed In these two capacities
in the city of Washington should again be raised 10 years from
now, all the men who shall have joined the ranks of the pen-
sloners would come forward with this as a precedent to ask
that they, too, be retired under the new pension bill,

It is practically a retroactive increase of salary for those
who were in the departments from 1916 to 1919 and have been
retired on a pension.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. UONDERHILL. Yes.

Mr. STAFFORD. The report does not state at what age
members of the police and fire departments are mandatorily
retired. It states that under the existing law if they have
reached the age of 55 years and have had not less than 25 years
of service and are incapacitated, or have become permanently
disabled so as to incapacitate them from further performance
of duty, they are retired. What is the age at which they are
retired compulsorily even though they are still fit to perform
the duties of the respective services?

Mr. UNDERHILL. I can not tell the gentleman. I do not
know that there 1s compulsory retirement,

Mr. ZIHLMAN. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will permit,
I think I can give the information. They ean be retired at the
age of 60, after 25 years of service, at the diseretion of the
commissioners; but if in the discretion of the commissioners
they are fitted to perform the duties of a policeman or fireman,
they can be continued under existing law.

Mr. STAFFORD. What is the average age of retirement of
the policemen and firemen at the time they sever their connec-
tion with the service?

Mr, ZIHLMAN. That is pretty hard to answer, because many
of these men are retired because of disability incurred in the
service; so that the average age would not Indicate anything.
If a man is permanently Injured as a fireman or a policeman
he is retired, regardless of his age.

Mr. STAFFORD. As I understand it, he is retired if he re-
celves an injury in the performance of his duties; but If he has
reached the age of 55 years and has had 25 years of service,
and is then Incapacitated, he is retired.

Mr. ZIHLMAN. That is correct.

Mr. STAFT'ORD. I was trying to ascertain, because this is
a matter which has been before the House off and on for many
years past. I want to know whether the rule is that they
are retired when they reach the age of 55 years?

Mr., ZIHLMAN. No; that is not the rule.

Mr. STAFFORD. What is the rule as to whether they are
retired as a matter of course when they reach 60?

Mr. ZIHLMAN. They are not retired at the age of 60 unless
they make a regular application and on examination the board
of surgeons determines that the fireman or the policeman is no
longer fitted for active duty. Many of the men in the service
are past the age of 60 years.

Mr. STAFFORD. Has the gentleman from Massachusetts
any information as to the condition of this fund at the present
time?

Mr. UNDERHILL. I think there is a sufficient amount in
the fund to meet all of the demands on it for some time to
come. But I want the members of the committee to give me
their attention for just a moment. This retirement business
has resulted In a very, very bad condition of affairs in the
Government service. A man is retired upon application, and
usually that is in control of some board which can find some
excuse for retirement. He is retired at the age of 55 or 60
years. Does he retire on his pension? No. He goes out and
gets another job from somebody else. He can afford to work
cheaper than the ordinary individual, because he is drawing,
in addition to what the job may pay, 50 per cent of a pretty
good salary. I have had it brought to my attention only re-
cently where a man in the customs service who had been re-
tired from another branch of the Government service on a
pension of $1,300 a year is now drawing from the Government

2,400 a year in addition to his pension.

As you visit various banks you find a watchman or mes-
senger, or perhaps you may call him a sort of host, and you
will find that nine fimes out of ten men occupying that position
are retired Government employees holding down this extra job.
Of course that has nothing to do with this bill, except that the
more you increase pensions the more injustice is done to the
man In the street, the ordinary, everyday average citizen, the
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carpenter, the bricklayer, the minister, the lawyer, the doctor,
the stenographers, typewriters, and the laborer in hundreds
of trades and occupations who work for a living, and when
they become 55 or 60 years of age they have to look out for
themselves, with the little they have saved, and in addition
pay taxes to take care of these pensioners. That is uﬂj‘fﬂt,
and unless Congress Is ready to adopt an old-age pension
scheme, and commit itself to a general pension for all citizens,
we should pass legislation regarding special pensions with a
great deal of care,

It has become a custom to pension public employees, but
that does not make it right. These favored individuals yvho
are retired with pay have had steady jobs; they have received
their pay regularly; they have had 30 days’ vacation, and if
they are sick they are paid for the time that they lose. They
are pensioned at 50, 55, or 60 years of age, when 90 per cent of

our people have to retire at that age or perhaps a little older’

and pay, in addition to their own expenses, a contribution for
these pensions. It is not right, after we make a law once,
very liberal in its provisions, that because somebody else sub-
sequently gets a little more salary .for those already retired
to come before Congress and state that they ought to have an
increase in their pension. Of course many of them are not
retired because they want to be, but because they have been
injured in the service. They have my sympathy, but undoubt-
edly they have enough to take care of them.

Mr. STAFFORD., Will the gentleman inform the committee
what the 50 per cent is that they are now receiving? 1 refer
to those retired pefore we increased the salary.

Mr. UNDERHILL. The salary, as I understand, and I may
rot have the figures right, before they were retired was $1,800
u year, and the increase has been to $2,400.

Mr. STAFFORD. Oh! I question very much whether patrol-
men or firemen received $1,800 a year at the time of their re-
tirement.

Mr. ZIHLMAN. There is not a man who receives more than
$65 a month, and many of them receive as low as $12.50 a
month—those who would be benefited by the provisions of
this bill.

Mr. STAFFORD. How can they receive so low an amount
as $12.50 a month? That certainly is not 50 per cent of the
pay they received at the time of retirement,

Mr. ZIHLMAN. T will give you the names as given to me,
A. M. Carter, who is a fire pensioner.
month, I am advised by the District auditor’s office.

Mr. STAFFORD. As I understand, they receive 50 per cent
of the pay at the time of retirement?

Mr. ZIHLMAN. That is right.

Mr, STAFFORD. Is there any fireman employed in the
District of Columbia at a salary of $300 or $400 a year?

Mr. ZIHLMAN. The figures are furnished me and the men
named and the rate received

Mr. UNDERHILL. That is part of the relief fund. That
is, there will be so much for partial disability, and they are
allowed so much for sickness. That is not a pension they are
receiving. I think the lowest pension is about $900 a year.

Mr. STAFFORD. I am trying to find out what is the dlffer-
ence in the rate of pay per year they are now receiving and
what they will receive under this bill.

Mr. ZIHLMAN. T am trying——

Mr. UNDERHILL. As to the accuracy of the statement fur-
nished by the gentleman from Maryland——

Mr, ZIHLMAN. Many of these men are retired on salaries
of $100 a month. The present rate, running from $120 a month
and the higher rates of captain and other officers, firemen and
policemen—does the gentleman want me to read the individual
cases?

Mr. STAFFORD. No; I would like to know what the salary
of a patrolman was before the increase is made? Of course,
the retirement would be had at 50 per cent.

Mr. ZIHLMAN. Generally the pay has been about $100 a
month, compared with $120 and $130 now. That is the prepon-
derance of salary received by those men who retire.

Mr. UNDERHILI. Just one more word, and I will finish.
Another one of the injustices has been just touched upon by the
gentleman from Wisconsin. Take the case of a patrolman who,
we will say, gets a salary of $1,200 a year—$100 a month. He
is retired on half salary, or on $50 a month; and a captain
who gets, instead of $1,200 a year, $3,600 a year. He is retired
on half of his salary—a pension of $1,800 a year, or $600 more
than his fellow worker received as salary. It costs the patrol-
man just as much to live as it does the captain, and he does
not have the advantage of having a high salary to put aside
something for his old age,

LXIV
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He receives $12.50 a

If we are going to establish a pension system, let us put all on
the same basis and have the maximum which they will be en-
titled to at retirement, $600, $700, $1,000, or $2.000. Let us have
a limit as to what they shall receive and let all retire at the
same amount. It is not just or fair that we should make fish of
one and fowl of another. Because the chief of the fire depart-
ment gets $6,000 a year, we retire him on $3.000, whereas a fire-
man who takes all the risks or most of the risks—and I do not
reflect upon the chief—is retired at $600 a year. I think this
bill is a step in the wrong direction, and we ought to leave the
law as it is until we are ready to amend it so as to meet all
cases.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask for recognition in my
own right.

The CHAIRMAN.
man from Texas?

Mr. BLANTON. I ask for recognition in my own right.

The CHAIRMAN. Has the gentleman from Massachusetts
concluded his remarks?

Mr. UNDERHILL. I reserve the remainder of my time.

o The CHATRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
exas.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I do not intend to take up
but 5 or 10 minutes to make the observation that we have not
done enough for the policemen and firemen of the District, I
think this committee, of which I am an humble member, has
been a liitle careless about them. I ean criticize, as I am a
member of that committee. I do not think the committee has
done enough for them.

However, if I could pass it, I would have an amendment placed
on this bill to make all the expenses of this matter come wholly
out of the revenues of the District, but that is a subject which
in properly remedying we have got to work out a complete re-
organization of the whole fiscal relations not only on this ques-
tion but on many others, so I am going to wait for the reorgani-
zation plan on that subject, and therefore I will not offer such
an amendment to this bill,

I want to tell the gentleman from Oklahoma something and
the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr, Kxvurson]. I want to sub-
mit something about policemen and firemen in the District,
Now, the policemen down here at the White House, and we have
a number of them, and the ones in the grounds and the police-
men in the Capitol—does the gentleman want some time?

Mr. HERRICK. Not now.

Mr, BLANTON. Then will he please defer his present con-
ference. The policemen in the White House grounds and the
ones in the Capitol and the policemen of the House Office Build-
ing are all furnished with all of their equipment and all of their
uniforms, and they should be so furnished in addition to the
salary. That is nothing but right and proper, but when we come
to the policemen and firemen of the Distriet of Columbia I want
to call attention to what is done for them. Congress took away
from them what they considered a valuable right. Congress by
law said, “You must withdraw from organizations affiliated
with the American Federation of Labor.” We made every fire-
man and policeman withdraw from those organizations and they
now have nobody here to represent them unless we protect them
ourselves. They have no representation here at court; they
have no friend to appear for them in court; and therefore we
ought to be fair to them in every way; we ought to be fair to
them, more just than ever when we have taken such a right
away from them.

Now, what do we do to them? We do not give them their
equipment. We do not give them their uniforms. We furnish
them with motor cycles, it is true. We furnish them with
little 38-caliber pistols to cope with the thugs of the country,
to cope with the worst lawbreakers in the world, that center
here in the Nation's Capital; the lawbreakers who are armed
with 45's, that shoot farther and straighter than any other pis-
tol you can get. They must cope with them with a little 38.
The lawbreakers have found that out, and you can see in every
pistol duel that occurs here in Washington that the policeman
is at a disadvantage.

‘Why do we not give them their uniforms? We ought to do it.
Why do we not give them their equipment? We ought to do it,
Every time a policeman in Washington has to arrest a law-
breaker he must appear in court against him, if the arrest
amounts to anything. It takes evidence to conviet that law-
breaker. The policeman serves his full time on his beat, on
duty, and then he has to go down and put in two or three or
four or five extra hours a day, waiting around the court as a
witness to help convict lawbreakers. Do not you think that is
arduous on him? That is the hardest work a man ever did,
hanging around a courthouse as a witness.

Has the gentleman yielded to the gentle-
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I contend that in addition to furnmishing these policemen
with their equipment and with- their uniform, we ought to
permit them to have extra pay when they serve extra time at
courthouses as witmesses. It is nothing but right. It is just; it
is proper.

Let me tell you another thing that we are derelict in.

Mr. UNDERHILL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BLANTON. Yes.

Mr. UNDERHILL. What has that got to do with the man
who has retired?

Mr., BLANTON. I was using this as an occasion for mak-
ing these pertinent observations. I am for these District
police and firemen.

1 will tell you another thing that we have been a little derelict
in. Why do we not give the policemen and firemen a day off
ench week in lieu of Sunday? We give it to every other em-

ployee in this Nation. Why should they not get it? They are |’

entitled to it. We do not give it to them. We ought to do it.
I am in favor of giving every man one day off per week in
|lien of Sunday. Give him Sunday if possible; but we can not
‘give them all Sunday, and I will tell you why. Some of them
have to work on Sunday ; some of them have to be there, ready
for the fire eall; some of them have to be on their beats to
protect us against lawbreakers on Sunday. But when they
have to work Sundays they ought to have a day off each week
in lieu of Sunday.

I want my friends in this House to so importune the chair-
man of the District Committee and other members of the Dis-
trict Committee that they will take action on such legislation.
I have just such a bill pending now before the District Com-
mittee, a bill which gives them their uniform and equipment,
and gives them a day off in lieu of Sunday, and gives them
pay for the time they put in as witnesses in court over their
regular time. Why should it not pass? Help me to get it
passed for the policemen and firemen of the eity, who have
no union friend here to plead for them, because the friend
they had was taken away by the fint of Congress. Let us
do justice to them,

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance of my time, and I yield
to the gentleman from New York [Mr., LowpoN] 10 minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York is recog-
nized for 10 minutes.
. Mr. LONDON. Mr. Chairman, I do not expect to take up
muech of the time of the committee, as the teachers' bill Is to
come up this afternoon. The only reason I take the floor is that
the gentleman from California [Mr. LINeserGER] obJected a few
days age to a unanimous-consent request of mine to incorporiate
in the Recomp the appeal made to the Congress of the United
States in behalf of the 12,000,000 trade-unionists of Germany.

1t is rather significant that, in spite of all the disappointments
of the Versailles treaty, the great masses of the common people
of Germany should still have faith in America.

There was a time in the history of Congress when petitions
were read from the floor and formed the subjeet of discussion.
That was so in the early history of Congress.

I have inquired personally and informally of the Speaker of
the House whether he had received officially the appeal. I made
that inquiry about a week ago, several days after the Associated
Press had reported this incident, this appeal; the Speaker In-
formed me that he had received no official notice. I understand
that even if the Speaker would receive a copy of suclr an appeal
he would probably refer it to the Secretary of State, and that
Congress would obtain a copy of it only after the Secretary of
State would tranmsmit it. The appeal is brief, and I suppose
most of you have read it in the press.

I now ssk unanimous consent to incorporate this brief appeal
in the Recoro as a part of my remarks.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks
unanimous consent to include as a part of his remarks the docu-
ment referred to. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. LONDON. I presented the question of the Rubr inva-
gion to this Congress on the 20th of last month, and I expect to
take it up again. I will not take any more time of the House
at thig juncture, as this is probably the last District of Co-
‘lumbia day of this Congress. I shall incorporate the appeal as
it appeared in the press.

Following is the document referred to:

To the United States Senate and House of Representatives:

The undersigned federations of Iabor unions, representing 12,000,000
{ members, who with their families constitute more than half of Ger-
/many’s population, again affirm that because of America’s positive
 promise that right and justice shall prevail they substituted demoe-
racy for autocracy, submitted to complete disarmament, and gave an
unqualified expression of their desire to work for peace amd a-
tional reconciliation.

The German loves the pursuit of Eeaca‘tnl rofessions, but he is
equally opposed to being made a slave indefinitely or to have the com-
ing éenerat!ons of his fellow citlzens committed to a system of eco-
nomiec bondage. The Ruhr occupation and the Versailles treaty, how-
ever, make such a condition of servitude inevitable. They perma-
nently destroy Germany and European economics and threaten unem-
Dlox;:‘nent for millions of German workers.

impartial but authoritative survey of the sltvation will readily
establish this fact and will in addition be able to confirm that in the
m of peace men and women—young and old—are foreibly bein
evicted from their homes and deported mereby because they have refu
to become traltors to their country.

We have been reduced to a nation which is chromically hungry ; our
infants are wrnsped in paper instead of swaddling clothes, while our
women and children are succumbing to physical misery.

This appeal is not an attempt to induce the United Stntes to take an
attitude in favor of ome or the other of the oxzrosln; parties. It 18
an appeal to the fraditional American honor and appreciation of fair
play. America, we are sure, did not enter the war for the purpose
of annihilating the German e, American honor asserted at this
time can save Europe and world from inevitable disaster.

Mr.- LONDON. The appeal carries the signatures of the
chairmen of the executive boards of the General Federation of
Trade-Unions, the Federation of Christian Labor Unions, the
League of Clerleal Employees, and the Independent Federa-
tion of Liberal Trades-Urions.

Mr, BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, how much time have 1?7

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Texas has 48 min-
utes remaining.

Mr. BLANTON. 1 yield five minutes to the gentleman from
Mississippi [Mr. Lowrey], and 43 minutes to the gentleman
from Maryland [Mr. Zraruan]; the gentleman from Missis-
sippi first.

Mr. LOWREY. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Texas [Mr,
Braston] made a statement a while ago that I think he ought
to explain. I think it ought to go straight in the Recorp. He
said, * the worst robbers in the world gather here in the Capi-
tal.” I would like him to explain whether he meant the Capital
City or the Capitol Building.

Mr. BLANTON. T 4o not include the gentleman from Missis-
sippi, so he need not be uneasy. z

Mr. LOWREY. 1 feel inclined to tell here a thing that hap-
pened. I hate to go into a gentleman's family affairs; but it
got into the newspapers. It happened in the home of my
friend the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Joxes]. I do not be-
lieve he is here. Recently during the night his wife, Mrs.
Jones, whispered to him in excitement that there were thieves

in the house. He remonstrafed with her and insisted that she

ought nof to make that kind of a charge against the House;
that he was sure that proportionately there were more thieves
in the Senate than there were in the House. [Laughter.]

Mr. GERNERD. What Mr. Jones does the gentleman refer
to as being married?

Mr. LOWREY, My frifend from Texas, Mr. MArvIN JONES.

Mr. GERNERD, 1 did not even know he was married.

Mr. LOWREY. I have known him longer than the gentle-
man has; and he ought to have been married a long time
ago, though it may not be his fault.

Mr. GERNERD. I agree with the gentleman.

Mr. LOWREY. I was living in his town the first time
he ran for Congress.

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman from Mississippl was
speaking about his first marriage.

Mr. KNUTSON. Which marriage is the gentleman speak-
ing about now?

Mr. LOWREY. Do not spoil my story. Mr. Chairman,
there are more good speeches ruined on this floor by fool
questions than in any other way. [Launghter.] If {he gen-
tleman will jusdt let me alone I will make a good speech.

Mr. HAMMER. The gentleman always makes a geod
speech, anyway.

Mr. LOWREY. I was going to say that my friend remon-
strated with Mrs. Jones and said that there were proportion-
ately more thieves in the Senate than there were in the
House, and that she ought not to make that kind of a charge
against the House. Then he Insisted further that if they
were in the House the most of them were on the Republican
gide, and the Republicans were not to be blamed for failure
to turn them out, beeause they have to keep a gquorum.
[Laughter.] Now here comes the other gentleman from Texas
[Mr. Branrtox] and asserts on the floor that the worst rob-
bers in the Nation gather in the Capital. I do not know
whether he means in the Capital City or the Capitol Buildinz.
But that much by way of correction of these insinuations.

What I wanted to speak on especially is the principle herein
involved. I am sure that we are walking a very dangerous
road in the way we are increasing the number of retirements
on pay and the amount of the retirement pay; and I want to

utter my- protest. It seems to me that there is no good'
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reason to suppose that when a man has received a fairly
good job at the hands of the city government or the National
Government or the State government and has received the pay
for years, he should then at a certain age be retired on ha_if
pay or part pay, when the very men who have wanted his
job badly for all those years and have taken jobs at less pay
and other men who have not made half the money that he has
been making for those years should be required to pay taxes
to keep him on half pay and then let him accept a Jjob
somewhere else and receive a salary for that and get his half
pay at the hands of the taxpayers besides.

Mr. SPROUL. Dees not the gentleman know that all these
policemen and firemen are assessed for this insurance fund?

Mr. LOWREY. 1 know they are assessed 14 per cent. I am
willing for a man in any official position to be paid out of his
own assessments, if he wishes to do that; but I am discussing
the practice so constantly followed which comes out in the mat-
ter of honuses and pensions to soldiers and men in various lines
of work, and in retirement pay in the Army and Navy and
everywhere else, 1 believe we ought to call a halt and to stop
the trend toward the idea that when a man has held a publie
position of any kind for a number of years then he is to be
retired on pension or part pay.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Missis-
sippi has expired. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Maryland [Mr. ZrarMmAaN]. ;

Mr, ZIHLMAN. Mr. Chairman, the bill now before the com-
mittee is a Senate bill. It passed the Senate some time ago
and was considered by our committee. It has been submitted
to the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, and they have
approved this bill. It seeks to equalize the pension rate re-
ceived by disabled firemen and policemen, and makes the rate
of pension received by them comparable with the pensions
received by men who retired under an increase in pay. It
affects about 400 firemen and policemen and the widows and
orphans of those men. It will cost approximately $41,000 per
annum, a part of which is paid by an assessment on the fire-
men and policemen now in the service. There should be no
opposition to this measure. These men, who have served the
District for many years and have been disabled in the service,
have to live under the same conditions of cost and expense as
those retired under an increase in pay. This simply seeks to
equalize the pension rates received and to put all of them on
an equal basis,

Mr., STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ZIHLMAN, 1 yield to the gentleman from Wisconsin.

Mr. STAFFORD. Does the government of the Distriet con-
tribute anything to the pension fund?

Mr. ZIHLMAN. Every appropriation bill for the District
of Columbia carries an amount sufficient to make up the deficit,
and there are also paid into this fund the fines imposed on
firemen and policemen for neglect of duty, misconduct, or any-
thing of that kind. In the old days the money received from
dog licenses or something of that kind went into this fund.

Mr. STAFFORD. In the old days, before the officers were
obliged to contribute to the fund, the fines levied against erimi-
nals in the police court were the means of supplying these
pensions, and, as T understand it, that is still continued.

Mr. EVANS. Oh, no.

Mr. STAFFORD. And, in addition to that, it provides this
installment. 1 should like to inquire of the gentleman from
Maryland or the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Evans], who
is a member of the subcommittee on appropriations for the
District of Columbia, if he knows the amount of money the Gov-
ernment is obliged to contribute annually to make up this fund?

Mr. EVANS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, ZIHLMAN. T yield to the gentleman from Nebraska.

Mr. EVANS., I rose to correct the statement of the gentle-
man from Wisconsin [Mr, STA¥Forp]. The fines assessed against
criminals do not go into this fund at all, but unless there is an
adverse decision by the comptroller they will be divided be-
tween the District treasury and the Treasury of the United
States at the ratio of 60-40.

Mr. STAFFORD. Before the policemen and firemen paid any
assessment the enftire fund was replenished from the fines
levied against criminals. That may have been changed in the
last act.

Mr. ZIHLMAN.
will permit me.

Mr. STAFFORD. Yes.

Mr. ZIHLMAN., It is found in chapter 433 of the Statutes
of 1916:

The said fund shall conslst of all fines imposed by the Commissioners

of the District of Columbia upon members of the police and fire de-
partments of said District by way of discipline; all rewards, proceeds

I will read the law to the gentleman if he

of gifts, and emoluments that may be received by any member of said
departments (for extraordinariv services), except such part thereof as
the said commissioners may allow to be retained by members of said
departments ; a deduction of 1% per cent of the monthly salary of each
member of said departments; donations and the net proceeds of sales
of unclaimed property in the custody of the property clerk of the police
department ; all of which shall be paid into the Treasury of the United
States to the credit of the “ policemen and firemen’s relief fund, Dis-
trict of Columbia.”

Mr. EVANS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, ZIHLMAN. I yield.

Mr. EVANS, 1 wish to state, as supplementary to the state-
ment made by the gentleman from Wisconsin, that in 1878 the
law provided that the maintenance of the firemen and policemen
fund should be paid exclusively by the District, but as it hap-
pens it never has been so done. It has been paid 50-50 until
we changed it and made it 60-40. But there was a time, I do
not know whether by enactment outside of an appropriation bill
or not, that the fines assessed in the police court were taken to
pay a portion of this fund. In answer to the question the gen-
tleman propounded as to the amount, it is fixed each year on
the sum necessary to make the necessary amount. I can not
give the gentleman the exact figures.

Mr. STAFFORD. Can the gentleman give it generally?

Mr. EVANS. No; I can not give it near enough to make it
worth while.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the REcorp.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there
objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. ZIHLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
that further debate be dispensed with and the bill read under
the five-minute rule.

Mr. STAFFORD.
general debate.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, efo.,, That on and after the passa

sons upon the pension rolls of the police and fire cF:

istriet of Columbia who were granted relief in accordance with laws
enacted prior to December 5, 1919, shall receive such relief as is allow-
able under existing law, and all persons now or hereafter receivin,
relief from the policemen and firemen’s relief fund shall also be entltleﬁ
to all pension benefits resulting from any increase in pay that has or
may hereafter be granted by Congress: Provided, That no arrears of pen-
gion shall be granted for apy period prior to an application for an
inerease in pension under the provisions of this act: IEramfded further,
That any widow entitled to rellef from the policemen and firemen's
relief fund may hereafter receive not more than $60 per month.

SeC. 2. That all acts and parts of acts to the extent that they are
inconsistent with this act are hereby repealed.

Mr, FOCHT. Mr. Chairman, I move that the bill be laid
aside with a favorable recommendation.

The motion was agreed to.

I object to that; there is no demand for

of this act all
artments of the

CHANGE OF CERTAIN STREETS 1N DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.

Mr. FOCHT. Mr. Chalrman, I call up the bill H. R. 8084,
for the change of certain streets in the District of Columbia.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order
that there is no quorum present.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin makes the
point of order that no quorum is present. The Chair will
count. [After counting.] Eighty-six Members present, not a
quorum. The Clerk will eall the roll.

The Clerk called the roll, and the following Members failed
to answer to their names:

Ansorge Chindblom Gallivan Kendall
Anthony Clarke, N. Y. Garner Kennedy
Atkeson Classon Garrett, Tex. eS8
Bankhead Clouse Gilbert indred
Barkley Cockran Glynn King

Beedy C Goldsborough Ki l'klll’atrlck
Begg Cole, Ohio Gould Kitchin
Bell Copley Graham, Pa, Kleczka

Bi Crago Greene, Vt. Knight
Blakeney Crowther Griffin Kraus
Bland, Ind. Cullen Hawes Kreider
Bond Dale Hayden mpert
Bowers Davis, Minn. Hays Langley
Brand Deal Henry e, N. Y.
Britten - Dempsey Himes Lineberger
Brooks, I1L Dominick Hogan Linthicum
Brooks, Pa. Drane Huck Luce
Brown, Tenn. Dunn Hudspeth Luhbring
Browne, Wis. Dyer Hukriede McClintie
Buchanan Echols Humphreys, Miss, McDuffie
Burke Edmonds Husted MeFadden
Cable Fairfield Hutchinson MeLaughlin, Nebr,
Campbell, Kans. Fenn Jefferis, Nebr. McLaughlin, Pa,
Cannon Fess Jeffers, Ala. MecBwain
Cantrill Iish Jones, Pa. Magee
Carew Focht Kahn Martin
Chandler, N. Y. Frear Keller Mead
Chandler, Okla. Funk Kelley, Mich. Merritt
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Timberlake
Mills Bainey, Ala. Sinnott Tincher
Montague Rainey, 111, Sisson Treadway
Morin Rayburn Blemtg Tucker
Mott Reber Bmith, Mijch, Tyson
Mudd Reed, N. Y. Snyder Vestal
Murphy Rhodes Steagall Vinson
Nelson, J. M. Riddick Stiness Voigt
|E9wton. Minn. Hiordan Stoll Volk
vewton, Mo. Robertson Strong, Kans Walters
| Nolan Rodenberg Strong, Pa. Ward, N. Y
O'Brien Rogers Sullivan Ward, N. C.
Oliver Rose Sweet Wason
Olpp Rosenbloom Tague Watson
Overstreet Rossdale Taylor, Ark. Wheeler
Park, Ga Byan Taylor, Colo. Winslow
arker, N. Y Sanders, Ind. Taylor, N. J. Wise
rks, Ark, Schall Thomas Wood, Ind
Patterson, N. J. Scett, Mich. Thorpe Wyant
Perlman Secett, Tenn. Tillman Yates
Pou Sears Tilson

The committee rose; and the Speaker having resumed the
chair, Mr. Hicks, Chairman of the Commitiee of the Whole
| House on the state of the Union, reported that that commitiee
had had under consideration bills reported by the District of
| Columbia Committee and finding itself without a quorum had
I 'directed the roll to be called, whereupon 232 Members had re-
sponded to their names, and he presented a list of the absentees
to be printed in the Recorp and the Journal
| The committee resumed its session.
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill.
Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, may I make a suggestion to
the chairman of the committee? I find there is a great deal of
!strenuous opposition to this bill. There will be a motion made
| by a Member on the gentleman’s side of the House to strike out
| the enacting clause. There will be a fight against it made by
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. McKenzie] and my colleague
| [Mr. BuLwinkLE] is against it. What is the use of going on
| with this when there is so much opposition to it? Why can not
| we take up a bill to which there is no opposition. I suggest
| to the chairman that he take up some other bill,
! Mr. FOCHT. Mr. Chairman, this is an extraordinary propo-
sition. This is one of the most important bills that has been
' reported by the committee and was reported virtually without
| opposition. My policy is to see that bills reported by the Com-
' mittee on the District of Columbia are considered and voted
]upon. I do not think the gentleman from Texas is going to
find so much opposition as he thinks against the bill.
Mr. BLANTON. All right. The gentleman will probably find
the throat of his bill eut.
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill
The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R. 8084) to vacate certain streets and alleys within the area
known as the Walter Reed General Hospital, District of Columbia ;
and to awthorize the on and widening of Fourteenth Street
from Montague Street to its southern terminus south of Dahlia Street,
Nicholson Street from Thirteenth Street to Sixteenth Street, Colorado
Avenue from Montague Btreet to Thirteenth Street, Concord Avenue
from Sixteenth Street to its wesiern terminus west of Eighth Btreet
west, Thirteenth Btreet from Nicholson Street to Piney Branch Road
and 'Piney Branch Road from Thirteenth Street to ir Road, and
for other purposes,

Be it enacted, ete., That in order to provide for the neecessary exten-
glons and additional buildings to be erected at the Walter Reed General
Hospital, in the District of Colum all public streets exeept Four-

eenth Street, and a s included within the area bounded by Sixteenth
treet on the west, ka Avenue on the northwest, Fern Street on
the north, Georgia Avenue on the east, and Asgﬁ:n Btreet, as platted on
the official survey map, on the south, be, and same hereby are, va-
cated, abandoned, and cl the portions of public streets within said
area which are hereby sbandoned and closed by this act being known
as Thirteenth Street, Fifteenth Street, Dahlia Street, Dogwood Street,
and Elder Street. .

BEc. 2. That under and in aceordance with the provisions of sub-
chapter 1, of chapter 15 of the Code of Law for the District of Colum-
bia, the {ommissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they are
hereby, autborized and direeted to institute in the Supreme Court of
the District of Columbia a proceeding in rem to condemn the land that
may be necessary for the extemsion and widening of Fourteenth Street
from Montague Street to the southern boundary of the Walter Reed
General Hospital unds, Nicholson Btreet from Thirteenth Btreet to
Sixteenth Btreet, Colorado Avenue from Montague Btreet to Thirteenth
‘Btreet, Concord Avenue from Bixteenth Street to its western terminus
west of Eighth Street west, Thirteenth Street from Nicholson Street to
Piney Branch Read, and Piney Branch Road from Thirteenth Street to
! Blair Road, all in accordance with the plan of the permanent system
of highways for the District of Columbia: Provided, however, That of
the amount found to be due and awarded by the jury in sald proceed-
ings as damages for and in respect of, the land to condemned for
said extensions ar wldening. plus the costs and expenses of the proceed-
.ing hereunder, four-tenths shall be assessed against the property which
the jury shall find to be henefited.

8£c. 3. That when Fourteenth Street shall be :})eued for traffic to the
south houndary of the pmgerty known as the Walter Reed General Hos-
pital grounds, mumbered for purposes of assessment and taxatlon as

arcel 89 sub 7, the control and jurisdiction of that part of Feurteenth
Etmt as laid on the plan of the permanent system of highways of
the Distriet of Columbia which lies within the said bospitaf ounds,
shall immediately pass to the Commissioners of the District oFColum.
bia, the same in all res ts as other streeis and avenues In the Dis-
trict of Cel : » That the grade of the street through the

l‘:}vmpitnl grounds shall be subject fo the approval of the Seeretary of
ar.

8ec. 4. That an amount sufficient to pay the necessary costs and ex-
g of the condemnation proceedings taken pursuant hereto, and for

e payment of the amounts awarded as damages, is hereby authorized,
paﬁm out of the revenues of the District of Columbia; the amounts
collected as benefits to be covered into the Treasu of the United
Btates to the eredit of the revenues of the Distriet of Columbia.

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
address the committee for two minutes out of order.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wyoming asks unani-
mouse consent to address the committee out of order for two
minutes. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. MONDELL, Mr, Chalrman, this is the anniversary of
the birth of Abraham Lineoln. If it were not for the fact that
we are approaching the close of the session with a very great
deal of business needing attention, it would be proper and
seemly, and I am sure that all of us would be disposed, to
devote a considerable portion of this day to exercises in
memory of the great emanecipator, the savior of his country,
the man in whose memory a grateful people have just erected
a magnificent monument on the banks of the Potomae. Not-
withstanding the fact that the press of important public busi-
ness prevents an extended program, we all desire, I am sure,
that we shall have at least a brief program in honor of the
martyred President; therefore I ask unanimous consent that
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. HocaE] may have five minutes
in which to address the eommittee on the life and services of
Abraham Lincoln.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wyoming asks unani-
mous consent that the gentleman from Kansas be given five
minutes in which to address the committee on the life of Abra-
ham Lincoln. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. HOCH. Myr. Chairman, as the gentleman from Wyoming
{Mr. MowperLL] has said, it is well that we pause even in the
midst of the pressure of business to-day to note the fact that
this is the anniversary of the birth of Abraham Lincoln. One
hundred and fourteen years ago to-day he was born, and for
half that many years now he has “ belonged to the ages.”

There is no new thing to be said of Lincoln. There is no new
thing to be said of the mountains, or of the sea, or of the stars,
The years go their way, but the same old mountains lift their
granite shoulders above the drifting clouds, and the same mys-
terious sea beats upon the shore, and the same silent stars keep
holy vigil above a tired world. But to mountain and sea and
star men turn forever in unwearied homage. And thus, with
Lincoln, for he was mountain in grandeur of spirit; he was
sea in under voice of mystic loneliness; he was star in stead-
fast purity of purpose and of service. And he, too, abides. The
years go their way, but with the name of Lincoln childhood still
learns to voiee a patriot’s devotion, and with the name of
Lincoln tears are called from old men's eyes, and there is no
new thing to be said of him. But while the Republic endures,
upon whose altar he laid his great mind and heart, while liberty
is cherished, while civie virtue and service and sacrifice are
honored in the earth, the name of Lincoln will be spoken in
undying love by the sons of men. [Applause.]

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
that the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. UpsHAw] may address
the committee for five minutes upon the subject of Abraham
Lincoln.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wyoming asks unani-
mous consent that the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. UesHAW]
be permitted to address the committee for five minutes upon the
life of Abraham Lineoln. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. UPSHAW. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the I-louse,t
unexpectedly bidden to this moment, I felt that I would be
recreant to every impulse of patriotism and national good will
if I did not respond, although I had no time for preparation. !
Fortunately, any real American, appreciating rugged worth and
lofty genius and rejoicing in the present fellowship of our
reunited country, needs no specific preparation to speak a word
of honest admiration for that great, typical American, Abraham '
Lincoln. [Applause.] In that immortal message of Henry W.
Grady before the New England dinner, the message that ar-
rested the hearts of the Nation as the first southerner who
had been invited to attend a New England society since the|
Civil War, he uttered that inspiring declaration concerning,
Lincoln. Doctor Talmage and General Sherman had talked |
about the ideal American as yet to come, when Grady said, !
“ 1 am here to say to you that the ideal American has already !
come in the person and the spirit of Abraham Linecoln.” Noj
other man who has given himself to the bullding of American
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thought and American ideals had so much in his veins or in
his place of birth or in the atmosphere that shaped his early
manhood and his political affiliations to make him the typical
American, capable of being honored alike by the sons of the
South and the sons of the North. [Applause.] And really,
Mr. Chairman and my colleagues, if I may be permitted a
suggestion, I think that no celebration of Lincoln’s birthday
or of Washington’s birthday, as for that, can ever be complete
in this House if tribute Is paid only by a son of the North.
Lincoln carried in his veins and in the simple glory of his
cabin birth the blood of the South, and in his ideals the in-
spiration and training of Illinois, the robust spirit of the West
and the North.

We love, in an hour like this, to think of him, not as born
in Kentucky or reared in Illinois, but as a son of all America
[applause], and it is fitting, I think, Mr. Chairman, regardless
of the personal equation, that the son of a Confederate soldier
whose father taught his boys around the family altar to love
the flag of their reunited country, should be permitted in this
National House of Representatives to lay a tribute of faith
and love and honor upon the stainless name of Abraham Lin-
coln. [Applause.] May I add this other word. I rejoice not
in divisions and partisan contentions but in the national fel-
lowship of an hour of common purpose. I am a son of the
South—I plead guilty to the soft impeachment; I was born
beneath the ambient blue of her arching skies, I was rocked
in the cradle of her beauty and glory, I am proud of her
priceless contribution to the building of this Nation; but, loyal
as I am to the memory of my fathers, their traditions and
their heroie loyalties, I love always an hour like this that
makes us forget the aisle between us and the lines of political
and sectional cleavage—that makes us shake hands as one
people beneath the beauty of those stars and the glory of
those stripes that we all love so well. [Applause.]

I love to think of another thing in this hour, when offielal
leadership and personal example are so greatly needed. I know
some of you will smile when I say it, but go on and let the
smile widen Into nation-wide approval. I love to remember
that Abraham Lincoln, recognizing the responsibility of leader-
ship, wrote with hils own hand and signed with his own pen
a pledge of total abstinence from strong drink, and urged the
young manhood of America to follow his example. [Applause.]

And if he were living now, with his God-fearing spirit and
his clear-headed patriotism, he would declare that the supreme
question before the American people is the integrity of the
Constitution, the majesty of the law, and personal and national
sobriety. As a son of the South, as a friend of sobriety, law
and order, and as the friend of an all-embracing Americanism,
1 rejoice to erown the memory of Abraham Lincoln, the typieal
Ameriean. [Applause.]

Mr. FOCHT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Maryland [Mr. ZiELMAN].

Mr. ZIHLMAN. Mpr. Chairman, I am unable to understand
just why there should be opposition to this bill, as stated by
the gentleman from Texas a few moments ago., This bill has
the approval

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Will the gentleman yield for
a question?

Mr. ZIHLMAN. I will

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Has the gentleman read my
report on this subject, Report No. 214, on the bill reported by
the Military Affairs Committee with reference to the closing
of streets, Including—

Mr. ZIHLMAN. No; I will state to the gentleman I have
not read the report.

Mr. STAFFORD. He certainly should have read the report
of the committee which gave investigation to this subjeet.

Mr. HILL. WIill the gentleman yleld?

Mr. ZIHLMAN. I will

Mr, HILL. I should like to say in reference to the report of
the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Pariker] that since that
report the Secretary of War has written to the gentleman's
committee in favor of this bill and against the original bill.

Mr. ZIHLMAN. That is right. I will say to the members of
the committee this bill has the approval of former Secretary of
War Baker, it has the approval of the War Department through
the present Secretary of War, it has the approval of the Chief of
Engineers of the Army, it has the approval of the Federal High-
way Commission, and it has the unanimous approval of the Com-
missioners of the District. It has the unanimous approval of
the District of Columbia Committee of the Senate; it was
unanimously passed by the Senate, and, now, who is opposed
to the bill? The Surgeon General of the Army is said to be
opposed to the bill and Army officers come in here and appeal
to Members not to vote for this bill because it puts a street

through what is called Walter Reed Hospital grounds, and
when they come to Congress and ask for appropriation they
speak of it as the Army medical center, and they appeal to
Members of Congress to oppose a policy adopted by the War
Department and by the Secretary of War, so that when they
come here in reference to this bill they speak of it as the Wal-
ter Reed Hospital grounds. Now, this bill does more than ex-
tend Fourteenth Street through the hospital grounds. It closes
five streets through the Walter Reed Hospital reservation, and
then it proposes, it accordance with the plans drawn mot only
by the Chief of Engineers of the Army, not only approved by
the Secretary of War, but a map here prepared in the office of
the Surgeon General, showing how this street cuts through, not
the Walter Reed Hospital grounds, but through the Army medi-
cal center on Sixteenth Street, between Fourteenth and Six-
teenth Streets. It is the desire of these officers that the White
House shall sit at one end of Sixteenth Street, the Avenue of
the Presidents, and this Army medical center should be at the
other, and when any plebeian dares to propose that a thorough-
fare should be cut through this Army medieal center, why they
raise the cry about the disabled service men in the hospital
wards, and yet during the past five years when these disabled
soldiers were in the hospital wards at the Walter Reed Hos-
pital they were on the car line on Georgia Avenue or as
close to it as it was possible to get them.

Mr. BLACK. WIill the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. ZIHLMAN. I will

Mr. BLACK. If I understand the situation, if Fourteenth
Street is extended, as contemplated by this bill, all of the hos-
pital buildings will still be on the east side of the street?

Mr. ZIHLMAN. The hospital wards will be a great deal
closer to the existing car line on Seventh Street or Georgia
Avenue, as it is named after it leaves Florida Avenue. Now,
the wards under the plans proposed by the Surgeon General of
the Army, who opposes this bill, will be closer to Georgia Ave-
nue than they will be under this proposed depressed street on
Fourteenth Street extended.

Mr. BLACK. There really will not be any hospital buildings
that will be west of Fourteenth Street, will there?

Mr. ZIHLMAN. No; no hespital buildings will be west of
Fourteenth Street or within a block of if, but thkis proposed
street, if this proposed legislation is adopted, will go through
the faculty officers’ quarters, the museum, the library, student
Army officers’ quarters, and under the plan proposed by the
Surgeon General of the Army the wards will be closer to the
ear line on Georgia Avenue than they will be to Fourteenth
Street.

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska.

Mr. ZIHLMAN. I will

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. If I understand the statement
correctly, these surgeons would rather discommode the entire
public than have one or two medical officers inconvenienced in
their conception of what is proper and right.

Mr. ZIHLMAN. I will say to the gentleman from Nebraska
the Surgeon General, in his testimony before the Federal High-
way Commission, said this would destroy the beautiful outlook,
or the beauty of the landscape, or the heauty of the grounds,
or some expression of that kind. I have his statement here,

Mr. KINCHELOE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ZIHLMAN. I will

Mr. KINCHELOE. Does the gentleman think these ear lines
running through there will contribute to the comfort of these
boys who are sick in bed?

Mr. ZIHLMAN. Surely the gentleman must not have been in
the House, because I stated this proposed extension of the Four-
teenth Street was farther away from the hospital wards than
the existing car line.

Mr. KINCHELOE. If it does not inconvenience these boys in
any way, why do not the medical officers in charge of the Walter
Reed Hospital approve it? May I ask the gentleman if he
thinks they would have any selfish interest in it? I think the
only interest would be that for the welfare and ease of these
sick boys they would oppose it.

Mr. ZTHLMAN. I stated that he said that it would destroy
the beauty of the landscape or the beauty of the grounds.

Mr. KINCHELOE. If that is true, is not that as good a
ground for one to be against this bill as that it is to be for the
benefit of these real-estate fellows who went out info Maryland
beyond Walter Reed Hospital?

Mr. ZIHLMAN. I will restate that I know of no real-estate
men not in favor of the bill, or any of the civie organizations
here. -

Mr. KINCHELOE. I would not imagine they are opposing it
very seriously.

Will the gentleman yield?
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Mr, ZIHLMAN. T think the civic organizations are all for
it. Anyone who has gome into the matter thoroughly and
recognizes the hardships that will be put upon the people who
have invested in their little homes under plans prepared by the
Federal highway commission will realize that they were inter-
ested in getting a street to go out there. I think anyone who
has investigated the matter, as have the former Secretary of
War and the present Secretary of War and the District Com-
missioners and the Senate committee, would favor it.

Mr. KINCHELOE. Who would have more intimate knowledge
as to the effect it would have on the patients out there than
Colonel Glennon?

Myr, ZIHLMAN,. The Secretary of War.

Mr. KINCHELOE., The Secretary of War with his many
duties probably knows practically nothing about it.

Mr. FIELDS, Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ZIHLMAN. Yes.

Mr. FIELDS. Does not the gentleman recognize the fact
that desirable surroundings are an important thing with respect
to a hospital? Would it not be a mistake to destroy those
beautiful surroundings, and does not the gentleman think that
it would have a most detrimental effect on the condition of the
patients there to do that?

Mr. ZIHLMAN. I will say to the gentleman that the pa-
tients are brought into this matter and the fear that they
will be disturbed has been held out; but I will say to my
friend that during the past five years those same patients,
grievously wounded, have been placed almost on a car line on
Seventh Street and on Georgla Avenue, so that If the Medical
Department is so solicitous about the disabled men in Walter
Reed, why did they build these Army buildings so close?

Mr. JONES of Texas., Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. ZIHLMAN. Yes,

Mr. JONES of Texas. The gentleman stated some time ago
that this does not run close to any of the present hospital
wards, Would not this interfere with the extension and the
future development of the hospital and the building of more
waris? 3

Mr. ZIHLMAN. This plan that I have here was prepared
in the office of the Surgeon General himself. These are the
proposed buildings. Here are the wards [indicating on plan],
and here is Georgia Avenue, and here is the proposed exten-
sion through Fourteenth Street. The Army Medical Corps
proposes that the car line should go there [indicating], and the
closing of this other street, after all the other streets were
closed, was evidently an afterthought on the part of the Sur-
geon General of the Army.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Maryland
has expired.

Mr. FOCHT. Mr. Chalrman, I yield to the gentleman 10
minutes additional. .

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland is recog-
nized for 10 minutes additional. ;

Mr. LOWREY. . Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr., ZIHLMAN. Yes.

Mr. LOWREY. Will the gentleman yield for just a question,
for information?

Mr. ZIHLMAN. Yes.

Mr. LOWREY. Is anything brought out in the hearings about
the need of this additional car line for the convenience of the
convalescent soldlers in getting to and from town?

Mr. ZIHLMAN. I will answer that. This is the situation,
I will say to the members of the committee: Under the pro-
posed highway plan of the District of Columbia this military
reservation is intersected by six streets, and it is proposed
in this bill that five of those streets shall be closed, but because
of the injustice, and because of the hardship placed upon the
people who have bought property and little homes beyond the
reservation, it is proposed by the War Department itself, by
the former Secretary of War, and the present Secretary of
War, and by the Chief of Engineers, and by the District com-
missioners that this street, Fourteenth Street, which is the main
highway of travel into the northwest, shall be carried through
the Walter Reed Hospital at a depressed level, upon plans to
be approved by, or plans subject to the approval of, the War
Department itself,

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ZIHLMAN. Yes.

Mr. HULL. At the time the people referred to purchased
this real estate for homes the Walter Reed Hospital was there,
was it not? They knew it was there?

Myr. ZIHLMAN, Yes; and through that section, according
to the permanent plan of the Highway Commission of the Dis-

trict of Columbia, which can only be chunged by act of Con-
gress, it was proposed that these streets be extended. That Is
very true.

Mr. MILLER. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, ZIHLMAN, Yes.

Mr. MILLER. The hospital grounds at Walter Reed had
about 42 acres originally, had they not, and then they were
enlarged subsequently?

Mr. ZIHLMAN. Yes; by taking in Fourteenth Street and
Sixteenth Street, That was an afterpurchase.

Mr. MILLER. How much to the right and how much to the
left will the street car lines be?

Mr, ZTHLMAN. I will say to the gentleman that I suppose
‘i‘:) v;illteonrorm with the majority of the streets in the District;

eet.

Mr, MILLER. Will it divide the grounds into two tracts of
approximately equal size? What is the proportion?

Mr. ZIHLMAN. The proportion between Fourteenth Street
and Sixteenth Street is about one-sixth.

Mr. MILLER. One-sixth will be detached and five-sixths——

Mr. ZIHLMAN. About one-third. I beg the gentleman's
pardon. It is about one-third. Now, unless this legislation is
agreed to by the Congress, this street remains open. It is open
on the permanent highway plan of the Distriet of Columbia.
It takes an act of Congress to close this street. It also takes an
act of Congress to close Thirteenth Street, and it takes an
act of Congress to close Fifteenth Street and the cross streets
from east to west. Nothing will be gained by the defeat of this
measure, because until Congress acts and closes all of these
streets, or unless the Federal Highway Commission closes the
portion of the streets that are not dedicated, that remains open,
and this military reservation can not be improved in accordance
with the proposed plans of the Surgeon General’s office.

Mr, SWING. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, ZIHLMAN. Yes.

Mr, SWING. Does the gentleman know the depth at which
this will be put down—how far below the level of the surround-
ing street?

Mr. ZIHLMAN. It will be at a depth subject to the approval
of the War Department.

Mr. SWING. Will it be a regular canyon?

Mr. ZIHLMAN. I will state that this matter has been
passed upon by men who are competent engineers, because they
are at the head of the Engineer Corps of the Army. I can tell
you about the cost, but I can not say about the style or depth
of the canyon.

Mr. SWING. The committee is considering the condition of
the patients.out there. How much of the canyon is to be left
open? Has the committee any information on that?

Mr. ZIHLMAN. You might ask the Army engineers, who
prepared this map, and the men in the Surgeon General's of-
fice, because they have evidently given it a great deal of
thought. This is the situation: Fourteenth Street has been
dedicated to the very edge of the reservation.

Mr. HULL, Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, ZIHLMAN, Yes,

Mr. HULL. Has there been any estimate made of what this

will cost? ;
Mr. ZIHLMAN. Yes.
Mr. HULL. What do they think will be the actual cost?

Of course that is a minor part of the proposition, but I would
like to know.

Mr. ZIHLMAN, I will say to the gentleman that it will cost
about 50 per cent less than the plan proposed by the gentle-
man's colleagues on the committee.

Mr. HULL. What will it cost to pave this street? They
will have to pave it if they run that street through there.

Mr. ZIHLMAN, Oh, no. This bill provides that the ex-
pense shall be paid out of the revenues of the District of
(Columbia.

Mr. HULL. What is the amount? Have you figured on it?

Mr. ZIHLMAN. I do not claim to be an engineer, and I do
not pretend to be a layman engineer,

Mr. HULL. What will it be? Which plan is the gentleman
defending ?

Mr. ZIHLMAN. The plan for the extemsion of Fourteenth
Street.

Mr. HULL. By which plan?

Mr. ZIHLMAN. By the plan agreed upon by the Secretary
of War and the Chief of Engineers.

Mr, HULL, You claim the Secretary of War indorsed it.
Show us.

Mr. ZIHLMAN, T will read you a letter.

Mr. HULL. He simply transmitted a letter., That is all.
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Mr. ZIHLMAN. If a Cabinet officer sends a letter to Con-
gress indorsing legislation, I should think that would be taken
as an indication that he is for it.

Mr. HULL. Read us the letter and show us where the Secre- |

tary of War indorses it.

Mr. FOCHT. What is that?

Mr. HULL. Read the letter where the Secretary of War in-
dorses it and recommends it. . i

Mr. ZIHLMAN. I will read it

Mr. FOOHT. Does the gentleman want to read it?

Mr. ZIHLMAN, Yes; I will read it.

WAR DEPARTMENT,
Washington, October 13, 1981,
Hon, L. H. BALL,

Chairman Committee on the District of Columbia,
United States Senate.

My Dear SENATOR: At the request of the chairman of the House
Committee on the District of Columbia, the highway commission of the
IMstrict of Columbla considered some months ago H. R, 5824 and H. R.
5579, reiating to certain streets in and in the vieinity of Walter Reed
Iospital in Washington. In view of the important bearing that the pro-
visions of these bills would bave on the future development of the District
of Columbia, as well as on the Walter Reed Hospital, a public hearing
was held on the subject, at which all parties inte were afforded an
appertunity te express their views. The highway commission, after
very careful consideration of the case, arrived at the opinion that
Fourteenth Street should not be closed through the Walter Reed Hos-
pital grounds, but shounld be preserved for future needs of the District,
with such grades, when eventually opened, that traflic will prove of as
little inconvenience or annoyance to the hospital as possible. I inclose
& copy of a letter written to the chairman of the House Committee on
the District of Columbia expressing these views. 1 may state that Mr,

ﬂ\ocgrslaﬁ introduced a bill in the form recommended in that letter as

'This matter is brought to your attention at the request of Senator
WELLER, in connection with the eonsideration of H, R. 5524 and 8. 1575,

necerely youars,
Joux W. WeEks, Secretary of War,
Mr. HULL. Is that the only indorsement your -committee
g;le from the Secretary of War? He does not indorse it in that
T

Mr. ZIHEMAN. He says Fourteenth Street should not be

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. He says the highway commis-
sion says so.

Mr. ZIHLMAN. He is chairman of the Federal Highway
Commission.

Mr. LINTHICUM. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. ZIHLMAN. 1 yield to the gentleman from Maryland.

Mr. LINTHICUM. Did the gentleman notice that the Secre-
tary of War says:

I may state tha 7 CHT h
mended th (hat detior a6 B B B, T b n the St redom

Showing conclusively that he indorses the recommendation?

Mr. ZIHLMAN. When I read to the gentleman a letter in
which the Secretary of War says that he believes that the evi-
dent needs of the District are such that Fourteenth Street
should not be closed, I can not make It any plainer.

Mr. HULL. That is not his view. That is the highway com-
mission’s view. ]

Mr. ZIHLMAN. The Secretary of War is chairman of the
Federal Highway Commission, and I will say for the informa-
tion of the gentleman that the other members are the Chief Engi-
neer of the Army, the Secretary of the Interior, and one other
official whose name I have forgotten.

Mr. HULL. There is not a word in that letter which says
that the Secretary of War indorses it. He says this matter is
brought to your attention; that is all.

Mr. ZIHLMAN. I will read the gentleman the opinion of the
Chief of Engineers of the Army.

“Mr. HULL. The gentleman has not answered my question
yet as to the cost.

Mr. ZIHLMAN. The cost will be approximately $121,000
according to the estimates of the Commissioners of the DistricE
of Columbia.

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. I will ask the gentleman
whether that includes the walls on either side, 15 or 16 feet
high?

%Ir. ZIHLMAN. I am not famillar with the plan.

. Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Does that include the bridges?

Mr. ZIHLMAN. It includes the plan approved by the War
Department.

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. It seems to me that with 500
feet of walls on either side and the bridges it will cost a great
deal more than $120,000.

Mr. ZIHLMAN. Fourteenth Street has been dedieated up to
the eastern edge of the Walter Reed Hospital grounds, and then
At has been dedicated on the west of the grounds out to the
Maryland line, and thousands of small home owners who have
been led by the permanent highway plan of the District of

Columbia and by the assurances given by the Public Utilities

ission of the District of Columbia to believe that they
would have rapid transit into the city have purchased lots and
built homes west of the hospital grounds.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the genfleman has expired.

Mr. FOCHT. Does the gentleman want any more time?

Mr., ZTIHLMAN. No.

Mr. FOCHT. I yield 20 minutes to the gentleman from
Oklahoma [Mr. HErRgICK].

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Oklahoma is recog-
nized for 20 minutes,

Mr. DOWELL. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order
that there is no quorum present.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa makes the
point of order that a quornm is not present. The Chair will
count. [After counting.] Eighty-seven Members present, not
a querum. The Clerk will call the roll.

The Clerk called the roll, and the following Members failed
to answer to their names:

Anderson Dyer Enight Rogers
Ansorge Echols Krggler Rose
Anthony Edmonds Lampert HRosenbloom
Atkeson Fairfield Langley Rossdale
Bacharach Fenn Layton Rucker
Bankhead Fess Lee, Ga. Ryan
Barkley Fish Little Babath
Beck Free Luce Banders, Ind.
Beedy French Luhring Schali
Begg Funk MeCHntie Scott, Mich,
Blakeney Gallivan MeCormick Scott, Tenn.
gland, {Ind, garnv{t e gc?‘addeltl ggoﬂ

land, Va. urrett, Tex, ¢Laughlin, Pa, n
Boies Gifford McSwain Slemp
Bond Gilbert MacGregor SBmith, Idaho
Bowers Giynn Mansfield Smith, Mich.
Brand Goldsborough Martin Sneil
Brennan Goodykoonts Mead Steenerson
Britten Gorman Merritt Stiness
Brooks, 111 Gould Michaelson Stoll
Brooks, Pa. Grabam, Pa Mills Stroug, Kans
Brown, Tenn. Green, lowa Montague Strong, Pa
Burke Greene, Mass, Moore, 1L Sullivan
Burton Greene, Vi, Morgan Tague
Butler Grifiin Morin Tayler, Ark.
Cabie Hardy, Cole, Mott vler, Colo.
Campbell, Kans, Hardy, Tex. Mudd Taylor, N. J,
Campbell, Pa. Hawes Murphy Thomas
Cannon Hayden Nelson, John M. Thorpe
Cantrill Hays Newton, Mo. Tilson
Carew Himes Nolan Timberlake
Carter Hogan O’'Brien Tincher
Chandler, N. Y. Hueck O'Connor Treadway
Chandler, Okla, Hukriede Oliver Tucker
Chindblom Husted Olpp yson

e Hutchinson Overstreet nson

Clarke, N. ¥ Jefferis, Nebr, Park, Ga, Yolk
Classon Jeffers, Ala, Parker, N, Y. Walters
Clouse Johnson, Miss, Patterson, Mo. Ward, N. Y.
Cockran Jones, Pa, Patterson, N.J. Ward, N. C,
Codd Kahna Perlman Wason
Cole, Ohlo Kearns Pou Watson
Connolly, Pa. Keller Pringey Weaver
Copley Kelley, Mich. Ralney, Ala. Wheeler
Crowther Ke}.!a-. R, aybura White, Me
Cullen Kendall Reber Winslow
Dale Kennedy BReed, N. Y. Wise
Darrow Kiess Rhodes Wood, Ind
Davis, Minn. E"dred lﬁ}dd‘i,ck ;F,rt'l.nt
Dempse: ng ordan ates
Dnmmlgk Kirkpatrick Roach
Drane Kitchin Hobertson
Dunn Kleczka Rodenberg

The committee rose; and Mr. TempPLE having taken the
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Hicks, Chairman of the
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re-
ported that that committee had had under consideration bills
reported from the District of Columbia, and finding itself with-
out a quorum he caused the roll to be called, when 218 Members
had responded, and he presented a list of the absentees for
printing in the Journal and the REcorp,

The committee resumed its session.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma is recog-
nized.

Mr. HERRICK. Mr. Chairman, I want the House to be in
order, and I want to announce that I will not yield—

Mr, MONDELL. I move that the committee do now rise.

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee

rise.

Mr. BLANTON. I make the point of order, Mr. Chairman,
that that motion is out of order.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chalr feels that the motion that
the committee rise is a preferential one and is in order. [

Mr. BLANTON. I make the point of order that when a
gentleman has been recognized on the floor, as was done in

this case, he can not be taken off the floor by moving that the
committee rise without overruling the rules of the House.
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Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, it is a preferential motion.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair feels that the gentleman from
Oklahoma having been recognized but not having commenced
his remarks——

Mr. BLANTON. I appeal from the decision of the Chair.
I want to see whether a poor devil has any rights.

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, the chairman of the com-
mittee was on his feet before the gentleman from Oklahoma
was recognized, and moved that the committee rise, The Chair
failed to recognize him and then I made the motion when I
saw that the Chair had not recognized the gentleman from
Penusylvania.

Mr. CRISP. DMr. Chalrman, I would like to be heard on the
appeal. I am one of the last men in this House to support an
appeal from the decision of the Chair if I think there is any
doubt as to the correctness of the ruling of the Chair. In this
controversy 1 have no interest. I do not care to hear the
Member from Oklahoma. The only interest I have is main-
titining the rules of the House in an ordinary, consistent, and
parliamentary method of procedure. This ruling, if adhered
to, establishes a bad precedent.

When a Member is recognized -there is but one thing that
will take him off the floor, and that is a point of order that
there is no quorum. If there is no quorum, the House can not
transact any business, not even hear a Member speak. T rec-
ognize that a motlon that the committee rise is analogous to
a motion to adjourn when we are in the House and it is of the
highest privilege, provided the Chair is open to entertain that
motion. When the Chair recognizes a Member to speak,
whether that Member actually commences to talk or not, if
lie is recognized and has the floor time runs against him. I do
not believe there is but one way that he can be taken off the
floor and that is by a point of order that no quornm is
present if he is proceeding In an orderly way. If a quorum is
present, he is entitled to the floor and entitled to proceed. If
we o not observe our rules, the House may become a mob.
It is with reluctance that I shall be constrained to vote to over-
rule the decision of the Chair. [Applause.]

Mr, MONDELL. DMr. Chairman, I do not agree with the
gentleman from Georgia at all. The gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania, chairman of the Committee on the District of Columbia,
is entitled to recognition. The gentleman stood in his place
and made a motion that the commlittee rise before the Chair

- had recognized anyone. For some reason or other the Chair
did not recognize him. I know he did make that motion,
because I had talked with him in regard to it. I saw the gentle-
man was not recognized and so I made the motion. 1 still
insist that my motion was in order. But the gentleman from
'Pennsylvania was on his feet and did make a motion before
the gentleman from Oklahoma was recognized.

Mr. CLARK of Florida: Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MONDELL. If T have the floor.

Mr. CLARY of Florida. I want to say that the gentleman
from Pennsylvania [Mr. FocHT] rose in his place and yielded
20 minutes to the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Herrick].
/That is a fact. Then the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. DowEgLL]
made a point that no quorum was present after the gentleman
‘from Oklahoma [Mr. HerricK] was recognized. A call of the
‘House was had and a quorum developed, and by every ordinary
:right and rule of procedure the gentleman from Oklahoma is

entitled to the floor. [Applause.]
A, WINGO, Mr, Chairman, T have no interest in this other
thai to uphold the rules of the House. I want to make an

appeal to the Chair, predicated on facts that T think the
Chair will recall. Before the roll call developed a quorum, the
gentleman from Oklahoma had been recognized. There can
be no doubt about that. As soon as the quorum was developed
the committee found itself in the exact status that it was when
the point of no quorum was made. Speaker after Speaker has
held that the commiftee rises to receive the report, and for
that purpose only, and that even the Speaker can not recognize
anybody, but the House automatically goes back into com-
mittee. When we got back into the committee under the
parliamentary law of this body the gentleman from Oklahoma
was in possession of the floor, and In addition to that, Mr.
Chairman, the Chair distinetly stated “ The gentleman from
Oklahoma is recognized for 20 minutes.”

Then some one In the confusion moved that the committee
rise. It makes no difference if some one had asked the Chair
for recognition before the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Her-
rick] had been recognized again. He still had the floor, and
I appeal to the Chair, on mature reflection, to recall the ruling
which he has made, because it will lead to an end that will
destroy orderly procedure In the Committee of the Whole,
We can not afford that simply because some gentleman may not
like to hear the gentleman from Oklahoma,

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I did not hear all of the
argument of the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Wixco]. If
the gentleman from Arkansas said that the gentleman from
Oklahoma was recognized before the point of order was made,
he is, I think, mistaken——

Mr, BLANTON. He was recognized and had the floor.

Mr. MONDELL. He was yielded time, and that gives him no
right until he is recognized. The mere yielding of time ecan
not hold this House in session against its will.

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MONDELL. Let us have that perfectly clear. The mere
yilelllding of time can not hold this House in session against its
will.

Mr. WINGO. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MONDELL. After the quorum was found to be present,
the Chairman took his place, and the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania [Mr. Focur], chairman of the Committee on the District
of Columbia, entitled to recognition, moved that the committee
rise befére the Chairman had recognized the gentleman from
Oklahoma. The Chair does not seem to have heard the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania, but a dozen gentlemen here heard him,
and there is no doubt that he made that motion. Mr. Chairman,
I still insist that my motion would have been in order, but the
Chair is not called upon to decide that question. The gentle-
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. FocaT] did make the motion, and
it was the duty of the Chair to recognize him. The Chair ap-
parently did not hear him.

Mr. WINGO. As a matter of fact, the first thing that hap-
pened was that the Chair stated the gentleman from Oklahoma
was recognized, and instead of the gentleman from Pennsylvania
[Mr. FocaT] making the motion, as a matter of fact it was the
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mappex] who made the motion
that the committee rise. If there is any question about it, the
reporter’s notes will show the facts.

Mr. FOCHT. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have consent to
make a statement in connection with this matter. It is fair
enough and true enough that I did yield 20 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Oklahoma [Mr. HEgRrICK ].

Mr. BLANTON. And he was recognized.

Mr. FOCHT. I do not know that he was recognized.

Mr. BLANTON. I ask for the reporter's notes on that ques-
tion.

Mr. FOCHT, I yielded him 20 minutes, but as time went on

and the controversy extended it was apparent to me that we
could not conclude the bill to-night. We found opposition to be
developing, and while under ordinary circumstances I would
have gone ahead with the idea of hearing the gentleman's
speech, letting him occupy the 20 minutes, it was decided that
we would rise and have the committee report the hill back to
the House, and I rose to my feet for that purpose and made the
motion, taking it for granted that if I happened to be a little
more dilatory than Is customary it was due to the fact
that I would be recognized more readily than if I had not been
the chairman of the committee in charge of this bill, and re-
porting the bill from the committee. My thought, so far as the
gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. HERRICK] was concerned, was
that his speech might go over with the bill.

The CHAIRMAN. Previous to the point of order that no
quorum was present the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.
FocaT| yielded 20 minutes to the gentleman from Oklahoma
[Mr. Herrick], and the Chair recognized the gentleman from
Oklahoma by name. Then the committee rose, and the Chair
reported that a quorum was present after the roll had been
called. The Chair has no desire to prejudice the gentleman
from Oklahoma. As a matter of fact, the Chair himself sug-
gested to the gentleman from Pennsylvania that the gentleman
from Oklahoma be given time in order to present certaln views
he holds. The Chalr is less inclined to override any precedent
in this House or to misinterpret the rules; but the Chair feels
that the motlon to rise even after a Member has been recog-
nized, but before the Member has commenced debate, is an
entirely privileged motion and is in order. Therefore the Chair
overrules the point of order made by the gentleman from Texas
[Mr, BuantoN] and is perfectly willing to submit this to the
members of the committee.

Mr. BLANTON. I appeal from the decision of the Chair.

Mr. MONDELL. I move to lay that appeual on the table.

Mr. CRISP. I make the point of order that you can not
move to lay a motion on the table in Committee of the Whcle.

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I make the point
of order that this is entirely a question of recognition and is
not appealable.

Mr. BLANTON.
of the Chair.

I have already appealed from the decision

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. But the question of recogaition

is not appealable,
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 AMr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I renew my motion that the
committee do now rise.

Mr. BLANTON. I appeal from the decision of the Chalr,
and I ask that the matter be submitted to the committee.

Mr. SANDERS of Indlana. Mr. Chairman, section 737 of the
Manual and Digest in the last note—

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Chairman, I want to respectfully call the
attention of the Chair to the fact that the question here in-
volved is not one of recognition. The question involved here is
one of overruling a point of order by the Chair, from which an
appeal was made, and it seems to me clear that the committee
is entitled to pass on the question of whether it will sustain the
deciglon of the Chair in overruling the point of order.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair feels that the gentleman from
Georgia [Mr. Orise] has correctly stated the situation. The
Chair recognizes the point made by the gentleman from Indiana
[Mr. Sanpers], and in referring to the rule to which he refers,
feels that that point was made entirely upon a question of
recognition. The Chair feels that the question before the com-
mittee now is not one of recognition but is a question of decid-
ing a point of order. The Chair is therefore going to submit
to the committee the question of whether the declsion of the
Chair shall stand as the judgment of the committee; and in
order that the matter may be entirely impartial, the Chair will
ask the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. MappEN, fo take the chalir.

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Chairman, I call for tellers. That will
seftle the question.

Mr. MADDEN assumed the chair.

The CHAIRMAN. The question 1s, Shall the decision of the
Chair stand as the judgment of the commitiee?

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, on that T demand tellers.

Tellers were ordered, and Mr. Brantox and Mr., FocHT were
appointed to act as tellers. A

The committee divided; and the tellers reported that there
were—ayes T0, noes T8.

So the decision of the Chair was overruled. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Hicks). The Chair has enjoyed so
muny acts of kindness on the part of the Members of this House
that the Chair wants to say he does not feel at all badly at
being overruled, and perhaps the committee is right. [Ap-
plause.] The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Oklahoma.

Mr. HERRICK. Mr. Chairman, I want to announce before
starting reading this speech or address, or whatever you choose
to call it, that I shall decline to yield [laughter] or to answer
any questions. I have promised the chairman of this commit-
tee that if T should conclude the reading of this matter inside of
20 minutes I would yield back the balance of the time.

Mr. SPROUL, Mr. Uhairman, T make the point of order that
there is no quorum present. -

The CHAIRMAN. The Chalr overrules the point of order
because it is evident there iz a quorum present.

AMr HERRICK. Mr.Chairman and gentlemen of the committee,
1 arise for the purpose of calling the attention of the committee to
a matter wherein flagrant insult has been offered to one Member
of the House directly and to the whole membership of the House
indirectly. The insult complained of and for which the com-
plaining Member, Hon. MAnUEL HegricK, demands the protection
of the House, is the unwarranted and unjustified publication of
slander, lies, and libel since the 4th day of September, 1921, up to
the present time almost daily. The basis of this complaint is an
article published in the Washington Herald and in the Washing-
ton Times of February 6, 1928, and which article they were duly
warned was slanderous and libelous and untrue and for which,
if they did publish the same, they would be sued at law, and that
a resolution expelling their representatives from the press gal-
lery, lobby, corridors, and cloak rooms of the House would be
introduced in the House, and they hooted at me and expressed
their contempt for the House, declaring that they would print
what they pleased regardless whether it was true or not, just so
that it made news, thereby insulting the whole House and hold-
ing the House in contempt and ridicule. The slanderous portions
of the article complained of are herewith set forth:

Representative ldhngnnwliiu:gx. w‘lm t“m hie was the “ lonesomest
man in town " and got sued for breach of promise b Foll
has had another romance shattered, g Ti8 I0MI0e butie Ly,
Rival wrecks HERRICK'S new love romance.
Now he styles himself * The spark-plug lover ” and engages sleuths to
get even.
Bigger fish In the sea.
Dare-devil Congressman, jilted by Miss Nettie Morrison, clerk at
e aetative M i deseribi
epresentative MANUERL HERRICK, describing himself as the * -
plug lover " [langhter] had another romance Km-ash to earth lnstsgi.grgt
a.éti_-r he g:ladb{om%ken 1I1:115; ni’rplnute to take a flight on the wings
of love, when his offer of marriage to a young Washingt
definitely rejected. i e Lt A
ENGAGES SLEUTHS.
Portraying one of the most fervent courtships in the history of -
ington, tge Fu.tt_-st love allair of the fiying negmsental;.lve c%m?eotawl?;ll:.t

only -after it was learned that he had o,rlnployed the O'Dea Detective

Agency to help him *“ get a line on ™ his rivals.

Despite his resourcefuiness, the dare-devil of Congress, according
to his own words, was told by Miss Nettie Morrison, 1916 N Street
ll:ri?"ﬁrldgo be a-packin’ away,” because she would never consent to be

o | nm'gmng for deep water after big fish.”

The pleadings of a congressional lover failing to influence the lady
fair to reveal the name of the rival, Represenfative HERRICK sought
recourse to his detective agency. Lawrence J. O'Dea was engaged to
learn whqt manner of man it was who could pay successful court when
a Congressman'’s hat was in the ring.

He visited the young woman at her home and made a final state-
ment of his cause, She refused.

Miss Morrlson, from I[daho, declared last nIth that she * would not
marry the suifor if he was President of the United States.”

The reason that these journalistic jackals, wolves, and hyenas
of newspaperdom have it in for me and want to destroy me
politically is because on August 12, 1921, and September 28,
1921, I introduced two bills that would put a crimp in their
profits, to wit, bill No. 8208 and bill No. 8454. The first woull
put a stop to the profits which the papers make through running
beauty contests, which is in reality eamouflaged advertising for
the benefit of the procurers throughout the country, and who
work both dirvectly after and through the medium of the movie
film company, thus obtaining the names of the girls through
this method, and the second one is to tax some of the Fatty-
Arbuckleism out of the movie film companies, thereby placing
a heavy tax upon what has come to be one of the papers’ best
customers, which would eause said customers to insist upon the
papers destroying the standing, credit, and good name of anyone
interfering with their profits.

H. I. 8208 (67th Cong., 1st sess.). In the House of Repre-
sentatives, August 12, 1921, Mr. Herrick introduced the fol-
lowing bill, which was referred to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary and ordered to be printed:

A bill prescribing rules and regulations under which newspapers and
advertising agenecies may hold prize contests, and for other purposes.

Be it enacted, etc., That on and after the passage of this aet it shall
be unlawful for any newspaper or advertising agency to hold any prize
contest or beanty contest where money or any other thing of value is
given away or promised to be given away whera the contestant does
not have to obtain subscriptions or exchange any labor therefor.

Sgc. 2. That it shall be unlawful for any newspa;{er or other adver-
tising agency to hold any beauty contest contrarg o this act or any
contest wherein any moving-picture company or film producer or the-
atrical company are allowed to participate therein.

Spe. 3. That any person violating any of the provisions of this act
shall, upon conviction thercof, be ed in the sum of £5,000, or im-

risonment for the period of one year, or both fine and imprisonment,
n the diseretion of the court. y
Ske. 4. That all acts and parts of acts in conflict with the prowi-

sions of this act are hercby repealed.
Spc. 5. That this act shall take effect and be In force from and after

its passage and approval.

H. R. 8454 (67th Cong., 1st sess.). In the House of Repre-
sentatives, September 28, 1921, Mr. Herrick introduced the
following bill, which was referred to the Commitiee on Ways
and Means and ordered to be printed:

A bill for the purpose of raising revenue, diverti a portion of the
citizenship of the Nation from nonproductive employment to produc-
tive employment, and for other purposes.

Be it enacted. etc., That any person manufacturing a movie film, pro
ducing a photoplay, or exhibiting a movin%epicture show, or running a
vaudeville show or theatrieal show shall required to pay into !t'ha
United States Treasury 50 per cent of their ticket sales, i? operating a
show, or net profits, if a manufacturer of films.

SEc. 2. That any person lmﬂug been convicted of a violation of this
act shall be fined not less than $1,000 nor more than $5,000 for each

offense,
g, 3. That each day that any person, company, or corporation shall
carry on business in violatlon of this act shall constitute a separate

offense.
SEc. 4. That all acts and parts of acts In conflict with this act are

hereby repealed.
SEC. 5. That this act shall take effect and be in force from and after

its passage and approval.

The method by which the procurer works is, first, to go to a
certain newspaper, or chain of newspapers, and induce them to
put on a beauty contest, and after the contest Is over and the
silly girls having competed for some bauble or cheap prize, and
thus furnished their names, addresses, and photographs, they
next select, first, orphans; second, daughters of widow women ;
and, third, daughters of poor people who would be unable to
make much, if any, trouble for them at law, and offer them a po-
sition at a fabulous salary in the movies, taking them a great
distance from home. Some are given a fake try-out and then dis-
charged penniless in a strange city, to be immediately approached
by a procurer and taken to the underworld, and others are taken
directly to the underworld, without any pretense of giving them
a job in a movie-film company. The unfortunate fact remains
that approximately $3,000,000,000 are spent for immoral pur-
poses in the United States, of which $500,000,000 Is spent in the
city of New York alone. It has been estimated that 500,000

young girls are debauched and taken to the underworld in the
United States each year, and 50,000 of these are in the city of
New York alone.
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We legislate on the subject of bugs, beasts, and birds, but
it seems like we can not legislate in the interest of human
beings, and why any legislature should be willing that this
debauchery should continue unhampered, unimpeded, and un-
checked is beyond my understanding. I herewith include a
sample of this kind of advertising taken from the Wichita
Beacon published at Wichita, Kans., on July 21, 1022:

Here's real prize contest for Wichita girls. s
[Laughter.]

Here is where some Wichita girl has a chance to do a great public

service and at the same time win a wonderful prize. For years and
ears the world has been g to find a wife for the Prince of Wales,
No luck. Plenty of girls have been vﬂll!nﬁ, but the right one has

not appeared to date. neesses and patrician young ladies of all
egorts have been sr:ﬂ:estaed, but the coy heart of the young heir to the
throne has remained untouched.

With the fate of the Empire hanging in. the balance, more or less,
our British cousing are becoming worried, They want a wife for
Prince Edward.

Well, the Beacon has decided to provide ome. More than that, it
has decided that the most fitting wife for the prince ought to be a
Wichita girl.

Why not? Ameriean girls, and Wichita girls especially, are the
grandest girls in the world, aren't they? They are. All rfght. then
all we need to do is to let the girls come forward.

On this psife, we will w¥rint their pictures. From among the ple-
tures, we will pick the winner. And the winner will gg the grand

ﬂrm' Bhe will be permitted to marry the prince—provi the prince
w

Out of the hundreds of plctures that will arrive at the Beacon office
thls evening, as a result of this announcement, we will print one
to-morrow. And one a day from then on.

Wateh for the first one. And for the others. You may see some-
one you know.

This ridiculous article put out for bait to ecatch the silly
young girls has been selected from among many hundreds to
show the extent to which these procurers will go to obtain
vietims. Any sensible man would know that the Prince of
Wales could not marry a Wichita girl, for the reason that
princes are required to marry some one of so-called noble blood ;
but many silly and giddy girls would not know that and read-
ing in the papers of the many American heiresses who had
married in the lesser nobility—the counts and no accounts,
mostly no accounts—would be deluded thereby and induced to
send in their names and addresses.

The Washington Times and the Washington Herald and the
New York World, and other papers associated with them in
their frantic desire to injure me and destroy my usefulness as
a legislator, have had in their employ from September 4, 1921,
to June 30, 1922, an actress, and had said actress give out false
interviews to the papers in which she stated that I was her
lover and that I had proposed marriage and that, after propos-
ing marriage, I had jilted her, and that she had sued me for
$50,000 for breach of promise. The facts are that I had never
been her lover, never promised to marry her, and had never
been sued by her for breach of promise nor for any other
purpose [laughter], no more than any other Member of this
House had, and sald fact was well known to all of said papers.
Yet, despite that fact, they continue to publish the lie broad-
cast to the world that T had been sued for breach of promise
by said actress with the willful and malicious intent to injure
my standing and good name as a citizen and to destroy my
usefulness as a legislator. To show the widespread extent of
this conspiracy, I herewith append an extract from the Astoria
Budget published at Astoria, Oreg:

slnce our own Co Laff

nbyuott the Natlon's cﬁ:ﬁ'ﬁ”ﬁ’fﬁfm bﬁys::: :tmttlng ?n“c{f.fg’é;ﬁ
as Representative MANUeL HERRICK, of Oklahoma, is proving himself
to be. Like Lafferty, he likes pretty girls and makes advances to
thenr in a waf that indicates ?ome form of mental and moral de-
pravity, and his mushy lproposa s suggest a cross between a profes-
glonal masher and a free lover, a free-verse poet of long-haired Bohemia
rather than one of the country’s lawmakers. Oklahoma ought o be
and doubtless is ashamed of him. With the memory of erty still
. fresh, Oregon can hardly taunt the State that sent Herrick to Con-

ss, but we can at least advise that the same fate be meted out
,‘to the latter as overtook the former,

I left Washington on the 80th day of Junme, 1922, to re-
turn to Oklahoma and did not get back until January
11923, so during the time that I was absent from the city this
! mctress hireling of these Journalistic jackals, wolves, and
hyenas could not hound nor harrass me.

Now, as a partial punishment of these slimy serpents who
have been poisoning the Nation with their lies, libels, and
slanders willfully and maliciously concocted by themselves for
the purpose of serving their own vile ends, I ask that the rules
be suspended and an immediate vote be taken upon House
Resolution No. 515, expelling the representatives of these papers
from the press gallery, lobby, cloakrooms, and corridors of
the House,

If I have any time left, I yield it back to the gentleman from
Pennsylvania.

Mr. FOCHT. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do
now rise and report back Senate bill 3169 with the recommenda-
tion that the bill do pass.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, Mr. Hicks, Chairman of the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com-
mittee, having had under consideration the bill S. 8169, had
directed him to report the same back to the House with the
recommendation that the bill do pass. H ;

The bill was ordered to be read the third time, was read the
third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. ZieLMAN, a motion to reconsider the vote
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

s By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as fol-
OWS :
To Mr. FENY, for four days, on account of important business.
T?l Mr, CorLe of Ohio, indefinitely, on account of sickness in
family. ;
EXTENSION OF REMARKS.

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my remarks on the bill H. R. 13835, the omnibus Indian
appropriation bill, my own remarks.

The SPEAKER. Ig there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.

SENATE BILLS REFERRED.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following
titles were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to
their appropriate committees as indicated below.

S. 4235. An act granting consent of Congress to the Charlie
Bridge Co. for construction of a bridge across Red River,
between Clay County, Tex., and Cotton County, Okla.; to
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

S. 4503. An act granting the consent of Congress to Beth-
lehemn Steel Co. to construct a bridge across Humphreys
Creek at or near the city of Sparrows Point, Md.; to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

8. 4522, An act authorizing the Secretary of State to con-
vey certain land owned by the United States in Santlago, Ohile,
to the municipality of that city, and to acquire or receive in
exchange therefor other land located in the said city; to
the Committee on Foreign Affairs,

ENEBOLLED BILLS SIGNED.

Mr. RICKETTS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re-
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills
of the following titles, when the Speaker signed the same:

H. R.11389. An act for the relief of Robert Guy Robinson ;

H. R.12887. An act granting a pension to Jacob F. Rosen-
berger;

E%. R.12007. An act providing for the conveyance of certain
land to the city of Boise, Idaho, and from the city of Boise,
Idaho, to the United States;

H. R. 6204. An act to grant the military target range of Lin-
coln County, Okla., to the city of Chandler, Okla, and reserving
the right to use for military and aviation purposes;

H.R.855. An act for the relief of Fred G. Leith, United
States Navy;

H. R.18046. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury
to convey to the clty of Wilmington, N. C., marine hospital
reservation; and

‘H. R.13760. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to author-
ize the construction of drawless bridges across a certain portion
of the Charles River, in the State of Massachusetts,” approved
November 14, 1921.

ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL.

Mr, RICKETTS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re-
ported that this day they had presented to the President of the
United States for his approval the following bills:

H. R. 10211. An act authorizing an appropriation to meet pro-
portionate expenses of providing a drainage system for Piute
Indian lands in the State of Nevada within the Newlands recla-
mation project of the Reclamation Service.

H. R. 10817. An act to amend section 100 of the Judicial Code
of the United States.

H. R. 18593. An act making appropriations for the Post Office
Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1924, and for

other purposes.
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EXTENSION OF REMARKS.

Mr. ORISP. Mr. Speaker, the sixteenth amendment to the
Constitution of the United States provided for the taxation of
incomes “ from whatever source derived.” This was understood
to mean the taxation of incomes of public officials and also the
taxation of the income derived from State and municipal bonds.
There is no disputing the fact that this was the general belief
when the amendment was discussed in Congress at the time it
was approved and referred to the States. It was also the belief
of the people of the States when the amendment was ratified by
the legislatures of the several States. There is no reciprocity
clause in the sixteenth amendment to permit the States to levy
taxes on the income from Federal bonds. The sixteenth amend-
ment is one sided in that respect. The sixteenth amendment
was adopted because the American taxpayers believed then, as
they believe now, that incomes should be taxed and that prop-
erty should not bear an undue share of the public burdens.
This belief is not a matter of party politics. It is a matter
of common sense and a matter of fair dealing.

The first resolution providing for an amendment to authorize
Congress to levy income taxes was introduced by Mr. Butler, of
North Carolina, December 27, 1805. It was not until July 12,
1909, nearly 14 years later, that the resolution providing for
the sixteenth amendment permitting Congress to tax “ incomes
from whatever source derived ” finally passed Congress. Dur-
ing this period of nearly 14 years 39 resolutions were introduced
for this purpose. The record shows that 35 of the 39 resolu-
tions were introduced by Congressmen representing Democratic
States and 4 were introduced by Congressmen representing Re-
publican States. The record further shows that the amend-
ment was ratitied by the people of the Democratic States
through their chosen representatives.

After the sixteenth amendment was duly ratified it was inter-
preted in an informal way which nullified a large part of its
intended purpose by conceding that the incomes of public offi-
clals and the income derived from State and municipal bonds
can not be taxed by Congress.

The sixteenth amendment was not adopted with the under-
standing that it would afford an avenue of escape from taxation
for the wealthy holders of State and munlcipal bonds. Its
intent was directly to the contrary.

The Green resolution, which has passed this House and
which is now pending in the Senate, was presented for the pur-
pose of correcting the weakness of the sixteenth amendment.
It does not go so far as the sixteenth amendment was under-
gtood to go, and the pending resolution grants to the States im-
portant rights which were not granted in the sixteenth amend-
ment previously ratified by the States.

At this time I desire to emphasize the fact that the Democrats
who voted for the Green resolution have been true to the tradi-
tions of their party in favoring a square deal in taxation. They
have stood by the record. As shown by the resolutions intro-
duced, favoring an income tax, 35 to 4—about 10 to 1—the
sentiment of the Democratic States is shown to be overwhelm-
ingly for the Federal income tax. All parties ought to be
unanimously for it now. E

The remarkable development of sentiment in favor of the
pending amendment, as compared with the advancement of other
changes in the Constitution, is briefly shown in this synopsis.

For the sixteenth amendment (income tax) 39 resolutions
were proposed. The first in 1895, and it was finally passed by
Congress in 1909, nearly 14 years later.

For the seventeenth amendment (popular election of United
States Senators) 191 resolutions were proposed; the first in
1826, and it was finally passed by Congress in 1912, 86 years
later.

For the eighteenth amendment (prohibition) 58 resolutions
were proposed ; the first in 1876, and it finally passed Congress
in 1917, 41 years later,

For the nineteenth amendment (woman suffrage) 105 resolu-
tions were proposed, the first in 1868, and it finally passed
Congress in 1919, 51 years later.

The first resolution proposing an amendment to make the
language * from whatever source derived ” mean what it says,
as applied to the income from State and municipal bonds, as
originally intended, was introduced by Mr. McFAppex, of Penn-
sylvania, December 28, 1920. Resolutions on the same subject
were subsequently introduced by Senator S8moor, of Utah, Sen-
ator Kecroce, of Minnesota, and Mr. GreeEx of Iowa. The
Green resolution passed the House January 23, 1923, only 2
years and 26 days after the first resolution was introduced by
Mr. McFADDEN.

The chronologieal history of the sixteenth, seventeenth, eight-
eenth, and nineteenth amendments has been carefully compiled
by officials of the Congressional Library. It is a valuable con-

tribution to ecurrent history on this important subject and I
herewith submit it for publication:

LiBrAnY oF CONGRESS,
Legislative Reference Service.

DaTA RELATIVE TO THE BIXTEENTH, SEVENTEENTH, EIGHTEENTH, AND
NINETEENTH CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENTS,

BIXTEENTH AMENDMENT.

In the case of Pollock v, Farmers' Loan & Trust Co. (157 U. 8.
429, 158 U. 8. 601), the Supreme Court, on May 20, 1895, declared the
income-tax provision of the tariff act of 1894 unconstitutional. This
at once led to a serles of proposed amendments to the Constitution
which expressly gave Congress the right to levy income taxes withon
any reference to their apportionment among the States. The following
table indicates the progress of this movement:

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO THE CONSTITUTION AUTHORIZING CONGRESS
TO LEVY INCOME TAXES, BY WHOM INTRODUCED, DATE, CONGRESS, AND
ACTION TAKEN.

Mr, Butler, of North Carolina, Dec, 27, 1895 ; Fifty-fourth Congress,

first session.

Mr. Shuford, of North Caroclina, Jan, 14, 1896 ; Fifty-fourth Congresas,
first session.

Mr. McMillin, of Tennessee, June 9, 1896; Fifty-fourth Congress,
first session.

Mr. Butler, of North Carolina, Mar. 10, 1807 ; Fifty-fifth Congress,
first sesslon.

er. Griggs, of Georgia, Mar. 26, 1897; Fifty-fifth Congress, first
sesslon.

M!r. Cochran, of Missourl, May 17, 1887 ; Fifty-fifth Congress, first

sesslon,
Mr, Butler, of North Carolina, June 8, 1897 Fifty-fifth Congress,
first sesslon.
Mr. Stokes, of Bouth Carolina, June 17, 1897 ; Fifty-fifth Congress,
first session.
lir‘ Stephens, of Texas, July 1, 1807; Fifty-fifth Congress. first
sion.
- Mr. Butler, of North Carolina, Feb, 9, 1808 ; Fifty-fifth Congress,
sgecond sesslon. -
Mr. Stephens, of Texas, Dec. 5, 1890; Fifty-sixth Congress, first

session.

Mr. Harris, of Kangsas, Dec. 6, 1899; Fifty-sixth Congress, first
session. Reported adversely.

Mr. Clay, of Georgia, Dec. 6, 1809 ; Fifty-sixth Congress, first ses-
slon. Reported adversely.

Mr, Btokes, of South Carolina, Deec. 7, 1889 ; Fifty-sixth Congress,
first sesslon.

Mr. Williams, of Mississippl, Dec. 14, 1899 ; Fifty-sixth Congress,
first session.

Mr. Butler, of North Carollna, Jan. 8, 1900; Fifty-sixth Congress,
first session. Reported adversely.

Mr. Snodgrass of Tennessee, Jan. 3, 1900; Fifty-sixth Congress,
first session.

Mr. Griggs, of Georgia, January 17, 1900, Fifty-sixth Congress, first

sesgion.
Mr. Cochran, of Missouri, January 28, 1800, Fifty-sixth Congress, first

session,

er_ Stephens, of Texas, December 2, 1801, Fifty-seventh Congress, first
RBesslon,

Mr. Bnodgrass, of Tennessee, December 10, 1901, Fifty-seventh Con-
gress, first session.

Mr, Willlams of Mississippl, Decemrber 10, 1901, Fifty-seventh Con-
gress, first session.

Mr. Jenkins, of Wisconsin, January 15, 1902, Fifty-seventh Congress,
first session.

Myr. Cochran, of Missourl, February 4, 1902, Fifty-seventh Congress,
first session,

Mr. Stephens, of Texas, November 9, 1003, Fifty-elghth Congress, first

sesslon,
Mr. Willlams, of Mississippl, December 15, 1903, Fifty-eighth Con-
gress, first session,
2 Mr. W{lllams. of Mississippi, December 4, 1905, Fifty-ninth Congress,
rst session,
Mr. Stephens, of Texas, December 4, 1905, Fifty-ninth Congress, first

sgion.
Mr. Kitchin, of North Carolina, February 20, 1907, Fifty-ninth Con-
gress, second session,

er, Willlams, of Misslssippi, December 2, 1907, Sixtieth Congress, first
seasion,

er. Stephens, of Texas, December 2, 1907, Sixtieth Congress, first
Bession.

Mr, Kitehin, of North Carolina, December 5, 1907, Sixtieth Congress,
first session,

Mr. Fulton, of Oklaboma, December 19, 1907, Sixtieth Congress, first
sesslon.

Mr. Gore, of Oklahoma, January 20, 1908, Bixtieth Congress, first
session,
AMr. Ferris, of Oklahoma, May 1, 1908, Bixtieth Congress, first sessi
T Baen’ of Okiahoma, May 1, 1908, Sixticth Congress. first session.
Mr. Gore, of Oklahoma, Mareh 235, 1909, Bixty-first éongresa. first

sesslon.
Mr, Kinkaid, of Nebraska, April 26, 1900, Bixty-first Congress, first

e

session.
Mr. Aldrich, of Rhode Island, June 28, 1909. Sixty-first Congress, first
session. Passed SBenate July 5, 1909 (yeas 77, nays 0, not voting 15).
igned

Passed House July 12, 1909 ({eas 318, nays 14, not voting 55).
by President July 16, 1909, C. C. Tansill, Tanuary 3, 1;23.)

BEVENTEENTH AMENDMENT.

This amendment was first proposed in Congress by Mr, Storrs, of
New York, on February 14, 1826. From that date until the close of the
Fiftieth Congress, March 4, 1889, resolutions providing for the popular
election of mators have been proposed in Congress some tl?!rty-
nine times. The following table indicates the resolutions that have
been introduced in Congress in this regard from February 14, 1826,
unti] the enactment of the amendment itself:

Mr. Storrs, of New York, February 14, 15826, Nineteenth Congress,
first session. Tabled.

Mr. Hannegan, of Indiana, February 13, 1835, Twenty-third Congress
B Semans, of Alah J 14, 1850 '
r. emens, o abama, January Thirty-first Con
first session. ’ v ' £ g
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Mr. Joh , February 21, 1851, Thirty-first Congress,
second session

Mr. Mace, or Indiana, January 15, 1852, Thirty-second Congress,
first seasion

Mr. Joh , of Ten February 2, 1852, Thirty-second Congress,
first sessitm

er Mace, of Indiana, December 12, 1853, Thirty-third Congress, first
Besslon. %

er Selye, of New York, February 8, 1869, Fortleth Congress, third

Hr anle:r, of Illinois, April 8, 1872, Forty-second Congress, second

lr[s' m of Virginia, December 20, 1872, Forty-second Congress,

thi

er anr].a.n, of Iowa, January 31, 1873, Forty-second Congress, third
Se88l0.
ﬂﬁl{r“‘gs}ndnm of Minnesota, December 1, 1873, Forty-third Congress,

er Wilson, of Indiana, December 4, 1873, Forty-third Congress, first
Bession.

Hir Hawley, of Illinois, January B, 1874, Forty-third Congress, first
session.

Mr. Hager, of California, February 18, 1874, Forty-third Congress,
first session,

: Crea.mer. of New York, April 14, 1874, Forty-third Congress, first

session

Hir Pnrker of Missouri, June 1, 1874, Forty-third Congress, first
Session.

::;r Oliver, of Towa, January 8, 1876, Forty-fourth Congress, first

l.!lr erght. of Iowa, Jamuary 31, 1876, Forty-fourth Congress, first
gession.
eslglr Oliver, of Towa, November 6, 1877, Forty-fifth Congress, first
&
Mir Rea, of Missouri, December 10, 1877, Forty-fifth Congress, second
session
Mr. Whlte, of Pennsylvania, January 17, 1881, Forty-sixth Congress,
third session.
M]r Weaver, of Iowa, Januvary 81, 1881, Forty-sixth Congress, third
Bession.
5 h:r &2& ne, of Pennsylvania, January 9, 1882, Forty-seventh Congress,
s 101,
B lt{r eg'suiwnahond of Illineis, July 81, 1882, Forty-seventh Congress,
St & on
- ht{r Tewnshend, of Illnols, January 7, 1884, Forty-eighth Congress,
rs 5@5810
3 Bgr Eﬂ@redge of Michigan, January 14, 1884, Forty-eighth Congress,
et s
Mr. Cox, of North Carolina, January 29, 1884, Forty-e!ghth Congress,
first session.
o 3{r Toiwnshend. of Illinois, December 21, 1885, Forty-ninth Congress,
rst session.,
Mir Weaver, of Jowa, Deeember 21, 1885, Forty-ninth Congress, first
Bession.
Mr. Hill, of Ohio, Xarch 1886, Forty-ninth Congress, first session.
Mr, Van Wyck, of Nebraska, December 16, 1886, Forty-ninth Con-
gress, second session,

Mr. Hermann, of Oregon, January 17, 1887, Forty-ninth Congress,
gecond session. Reported adversely.
}l.ir Little, of Ohio, February 14, 1887, Forty-ninth Congress, second
sessio
HI:) Townshend, of Illinois, January 4, 1888, Fiftieth Congress, first
PR
Mr. Weaver, of Towa, January 4, 1888, Fiftleth Congress, first sesslon.
Mir Hermann, of Oregon, January 4, 1888, Fiftieth Congress, first
session
i}{1- gn{:fsa_uf Alabama, Mareh 27, 1888, Fiftieth Congress, first ses-
sion able
lelir. Mitchell, of Oregon, Oectober 20, 1888, Fiftieth Congress, first
gession
2 B{r Wiﬂltam. of INlinois, December 18, 1889, Fifty-first Congress,
rst sess
ﬂrl\:.'r ]'A‘{.llbach of New Jersey, December 18, 1889, Fifty-first Congress,
st sessio
ﬁrhsr Hfrmann. of Oregon, December 18, 1889, Fifty-first Congress,
st sessio
Mr. O’Neall, of Indiana, December 20, 1888, Fifty-first Congress, first

sel'Lh?llr Clunie of California, Jannpary 20, 1890, Fifty-first Congreses, first
Dea;‘i‘?nm!ul of Tennessee, January 20, 1890, Fifty-first Congress, first
W?{lr Mitchell, of Oregon, March 11, 1890; Fifty-first Congress, first
::I\?r.:gs?g:mn. of North Carolina, April 4, 1890 ; Fifty-first Congress,

Mr. Reagan, of Texas, April 17, 1890 ; Fifty-first Congress, first ses-

B Or. Featlierstone, of Atkansis, Jannary 16, 1891 ; Fifty-first Congress,
mﬁ?d'l‘%l%lle, of Tndiana ; February 2, 1891 : Fifty-first Congress, second
mﬁlr Turple, of Indiana, February 2, 1891 ; Fifty-first Congress, second
ﬂr%}rsegli’tchell, of Oregon, December 10, 1891 ; Fifty-second Congress,
ﬂr%rmg?ot% of 1llinols, January 5, 1892; Fifty-second Congress, first

szlon

Mr W}Illams. of Illinois, January 5, 1802; Fifty-second Congress,
first session
mllr B’ulman. of Indiana, January 6, 1892; Fifty-second Congress,

t sessio

Mr. Blnlnvh.ard of Louisiana, January 5, 1802 ; Fifty-second Congress,
first session.
‘i Mr. Bliyan. of Nebraska, January 0, 1892; Fifty-second Congress,

rst session.

Mr. Johnson, of North Dakota, January 5, 1892; Fifty-second Con-
gress, first session

Mi Caldwell, or Ohio, January 5, 1892 ; Fifty-second Congress, first
ness on.

A t Griul'r. of California, Janvary 5, 1892; Fifty-second Congress,
st session

r‘Mr Hamann, of Oregom, January T, 1892; Fifty-second Congress,
first session,

, of Ten

Mr. Dalzell, of Pennsylvania, January 7, 1892: Fifty-second Con-
xreﬂu ‘}‘:‘T:rc? o? Tennessee, J: 7. 1892; Fifty- nd Congress
I. v anuar, » =3 -8eco! on, y
first session, > ¥
Mr. Lanhem, of Texas, January 7, 1802 ; Fifty-second Congress, first
on,

Mr. 'Btewa.rt, of Texas, January 7, 1892; Fifty-second Congress, first

Mr. Miller, of Wisco Jan 7, 1892; Fifty-second Con
Aras iy consin, uary ty: Congress,
!!nlth Enlne., of Tennessee, January 7, 1802; Fifty-second Congress,
ﬂrsl;'t" McRae. of Arkansas, January 11, 1892 ; Fifiy-second Congress,

Mr. Hendemn of North Carolina, January 11, 1892; Fifty-second
ﬂ"¥r. ﬁarun. of lndimm, February 1, 1892; Fifty-second Congress,

\iir Palmer, of Illinois, February 2, 1802 ; Fifty-second Congress, first
~ r:t“ Babhltt. of Wisconsin, February 8, 1892 ; Fifty-second Congress,
= n:r naimtt. of Wisconsin, February 9, 1802, Fifty-second Congress,
st sess!

Committee on Hlection of President, Vice President, and Representa-
;m“ln Congress, February 16, 1892, Fifty-second Congress, first

Hllc;m Gibson, of Loulsiana, July 15, 1802, Fifty-second Congress, first

Mr. Mitchell, of Oregon, March 6, 1893, Fifty-third Congress, speclal
session of Benate, ot - )

Mr. Palmer, of Illinois, September 1, 1893, Fifty-third Congress,

first session.
Mr. Tucter. of Virginia, September 6, 1803, ng‘l‘lfty thh'd Conﬁresa.

first Reported favorably (H. Rept
July 21 1894 (yeas, 141; nays, Ko not votln 158). rted ad-
b! Senate Commitfee on Priﬁleges and Elections, Fe ary 12,

versely
1895.
ﬂrstr B}‘yln, of Nebraska, September 6, 1808, Fifty-third Congress,
session,
ﬁrshtlr !mu'tin. of Indiana, September 6, 1893, Fifty-third Congress,
Mr, Blanchard, of Louisiana, September 9, 1893, Fifty-third Congress,
first session.
2 rﬁr' F‘nloe. of Tennessee, September 11, 1893, Fifty-third Congress,
Mr. Henderm of North Carolina, September 12, 1803, Fifty-third
Congress, first sesslon.
5 }\{r H?lues of New York, Beptember 13, 1893, Fifty-third Congress,
rst session
Mr. Hol*mm, of Indiana, September 23, 1883, Fifty-third Congress,
first session.
ﬂr;):r Hfrmann of Oregon, September 22, 1893, Fifty-third Congress,
session.
m]\{r. m‘;an of Nebraska, September 28, 1893, Fifty-third Congress,
B8O
Mr, Martin, of Kansas, September 20, 1803, Fifty-third Congress,
first session.
Mr, Johlmnn, or North Dakota, December 4, 1593, Fifty-third Con-
gress, second sessl
Mr, Bryan, of Nebraska March 19, 1804, Fifty-third Congress, second

session.
Committee on Privileges and Electio Februql's 12, 1895. Fifty-
third Congress, third session. Reported a wrseli ! . Rept. 916).

Mr. Mitchell. of Oregon, Decemher 3. 1885 y-fourth Congress,
first session, Reported with amen
mPellfsr of Kansas, December 3, 1895. Fifty-fourth Congress, first
sess

> hfr Holermann of Oregon, December 3, 1895, Fifty-fourth Congress,
rst session
= Mr. Tucker of Virginia, December 9, 1895, Fifty-fourth Congress,
rst session.
. Mr. Sud)zer of New York, December 18, 1885, Fifty-fourth Congress,
rst session
Mr. Shuford of ‘\Iorth Carolina, December 28, 1885, Fifty-fourth
Congress, first
X Corllss of Hichigau, Februnry 8, 1896, Fifty-fourth Congress,

first session.

Mr. of Indiana, February 4, 1896, Fifty-fourth Cengress,
first session.

Committee on Election of President, ete., March 30, 1896, Fifty-fonrth

first session.

mﬂ Bell of Colorado, March 30, 1896, Fifty-fourth Congress. first
LT

Mr. Corlua of Mlchimn. March 15, 1897, Fifty-fifth Congress, first
session.  Reported mgt 125) January 12, 1898; amended and

1 1

passed House, May Yeas 185, nays 11 answered * “ present ™
10 not voting 149.

Mtr Turpie of Indiama, March 18, 1897, Fifty-fifth Congress, first

Mr. Allen of Mississippi, March 20, 1897, Fifty-fifth Congress, first
session,

Mr. Bell of Colorado, June 10, 1807, Fifty-fifth Congress, first ses-
gion.

Mr. Sulger of New York, July 23, 1807, Fifty-fifth Congress, first

gession.
Mr. Butler of North Carolina, Janunary 5, 1898, Fifty-fifth Congress,

second session.

Mr. Allen of Nebraska, February 10, 1899, Fifty-fifth Congress,
third session.

Mir. Smith pf Kentueky, December 4, 1809, Fifty-sixth Congress, first
session,

Mr. Sulzer of New York, December 4, 1890, Fifty-sixth Congress,
first session

Mr. Lloyd of Missouri, December 5, 1899, Fifty-sixth Congress, first
session.

Mr, Corliss of Michlgan, December 5, 1899, Fifty-sixth Cong'rcan.
first mslon A d House April 13, 1900, eas 242,
nays, 15, “ present ™ 4, nat voting 89. Reported advomely ln Senate

b Commlttee on Privileges and lecuons. 3
¥ v , of Colorado, December 5, 1599, Fag'ty-aixth Congress, first
sesslon

Mr. Harris, of Kansas, December 6, 1899, Fifty-sixth Congress, first
session,
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se:?sh; lil?.‘m_v. of Georgia, December 6, 1899, Fifty-sixth Congress, first
Mr. Berry, of Arkansas, December T, 1899, Fifty-sixth Congress, first
;i?{i [:S;:li:%mun of Washington, January 4, 1900, Fifty-sixth Congress,
ﬂr::rse]::ltalgr of North Carolina, January 9, 1000, Fifty-sixth Congress,
m]ilil;mnawlins of Utah. Ap=il 14, 1900, Fifty-sixth Congress, first
ﬂrgtlruesléli?};d of Missouri, December 2, 1801, Fifty-seventh Congress,
u.ahman. t Washington, December 2, 1901, Fifty-seventh Con-

gress, first sess
2 Mr. Btklze:. ot New York, December 2, 1801, Fifty-seventh Congress,
rst session
ﬂer Sqtjnith of Kentucky, December 2, 1801, Fifty-seventh Congress,
st session
Mr. Corliss, of Michigan, December 3, 1901, Fifty-seventh Congress,
2 ; passed

first session; reported (with amendmen rd) Janusry 3 R i
House Febroary 13, 1902, without a reco
Mr, Berry, of Arkansas, December 4 1901 Fitty -seventh Congress,
first session.
e Mr B;;rrows of Michigan, December 4, 1901, Fifty-seventh Congress,
Mr Mitchell, of Oregon, December 4. 1901, Fifty-seventh Congress,
first session.
Mir Harris, of Kansas, January 8, 1902, Fifty-seventh Congress, first
| BeSS
1 Mr Dnbola. of Idaho, January 18, 1902, Fifty-seventh Congress, first
Bessiol
Mr. Sulzer. of New York, November 9, 1903, Fifty-eighth Congress,

first session.
Mi Dubois, of Idaho, November 11, 1908, Fifty-eighth Congress, first
Bess

i ‘i" Mlitehell of Oregon, November 11, 1903, Fifty-eighth Congress,
et BC8Sl0n.
Mr. Lloyd, of Missouri, November 13, 1903, Fifty-eighth Congress,
first session.
Mr. Cushmnn uf Washington, December 7, 1903, Fifty-eighth Con-
gress, second se
\Ilr Lloyd, of Hlssonrl December 4, 1905, Fifty-ninth Congress, first
gesslon,
s hgr sS;;lmr. of New York, December 4, 1905, Fifty-ninth Congress,
rat session
. l\%’r H?arst. of New York, December 4, 1905, Fifty-ninth Congress,
st session
Mr. Cushman, of Washington, December 6, 1905, Fifty-ninth Con-
gress, first session.
X Mr. ﬂ}'rmunn, of Oregon, January 16, 19068, Fifty-ninth Congress,
rsl sess on
i Hermann, of Oregon, March 5, 1908, Fifty-ninth Congress, first
session.
a l\ir R[ich:u‘dson, of Kentucky, May 25, 1908, Fifty-ninth Congress,
rat gession
Mir Pearre, of Indiana, January 9, 1907, Fifty-ninth Congress, second
gession.
M]r Sulzer, of New York, December 2, 1907, Sixtieth Congress, first
session
Mir Lloyd, of Missouri, December 2, 1907, Sixtieth Congress, first
BEES
first
session,
Mr. Ferris, of Oklahoma, December 16, 1907, 8ixtieth Congress,
Ml first
Bess
Mir Hamilton. of Iowa, December 10, 1907, Sixtieth Congress, first
ELELS
Ees8lOn
Msr. ‘Adair, of Indiana, January 10, 1908, Sixtleth Congress, first
session,
Mr. Sulzer, of New York, February 13, 1908, Bixtieth Congress, first

Mr. Welsse. of Wisconsin, December 9, 1907, Sixtieth Congress,
first
session
Gore, of Oklahoma, December 18, 1907, Sixtieth Congress,
\I‘r Fulton of Oklahoma, December 19, 1907, Sixtieth Congress, first
gession.
Mr. Owen, of Oklahoma, May 21, 1908, Bixtieth Congress, first ses-

sion.

\Iir Weisse, of Wisconsin, March 17, 1009, Sixty-first Congress, first
session

3111- Sulzer, of New York, March 23, 1909, Sixty-first Congress, first
sesslo

Mr. Gore, of Oklahoma, March 235, 1909, Sixty-first Congress, first

session
Mr Owen of Oklahoma, July 7, 1909, Sixty-first Congress, first ses-

lur Lloyd, of Missouri, December 6, 1909, Sixty-first Congress, second
geasion.
. Cooper, of Wisconsin, December 6, 1909, Sixty-first Congress,
second session.
glmismw of Kansas, December 13, 1909, Sixty-first Congress, sec-
on
Mr. Fuller, of Illinols, December 14, 1919, Sixty-first Congress, sec-
, of Colorado, December 21, 1909, Sixty-first Congress,
second session.
Mr. Parker of New Jersey, Jaouary 7, 1910, Bixty-first Congress,
second sessi
Mr. Adair ot Indiana, January 11, 1910, Bixty-first Congress, second
session.
~ Mr. Henry, of Texas, January 11, 1910, Sixty-first Congress,
gession
of Texas, January 19, 1910,
of Texas, January 19, 1910,

Mr. Henry,
of Texas, January 21, 1910,

second

Sixty-first Congress, second

session.

Mr. Henry, Sixty-first Congress,
| Bession.

Mir Henry, Sixty-first Congress,
| gessio

Mr. J'!lmes of Kentucky, March 30, 1910, Sixty-first Congress, second

gession
i\Ir Keifer. of Ohio, April 13, 1910, Sixty-first Congress, second ses-
sion
?;:r Pim-sons. of New York, May 16, 1910, Sixty-first Congress, sec-
ond Se8s10
}[ir Clarke, of Arkansas, May 24, 1910, Sixty-first Congress, second
gession.

second

second

Mr. Hawley, of Oregon, January 5§, 1911, Bixty-first Congress, third

sm;h?nﬂorah of Idaho, January 11, 1911, SBixty-first Congress, third
mﬁlg:?mw of Wisconzin, April 4, 1011, Sixty-second Congress, first
sesl:lrn-sulm. of New York, April 4, 1911, Sixty-second Congress, first

Mr. Adair, of Indiana, April 4, 1911, Sixty-second Congress, first
“m_f.n"mmr of Colorado, April 4, 1911, Sixty-second Congress, first
:::é:ﬁ::kucker, of Missouri, April 4, 1911, Sixty-second Congress, first
scslsc.{]:;u.rﬂr“' of Oklahoma, April 4, 1911, Sixty-second Congress, first
sesl:‘l:;n.Trihme' of Georgia, April 5, 1911, Sixty-second Congress, first
ses}éii%mﬂawj“‘ of Oregon, April 5, 1911, Bixty-second Congress, first
“slglz.n‘ﬂu:ker. of Missouri, April 5, 1911, Sixty-second Congress, first
Sesziixsn.Bmtow, of Kansas, April 6, 1911, Sixty-second Congress, first
mg:ignf:umemn. of Texas, April 6, 1911, Sixty-second Congress, first
sesfi%n.m“h. of Idahe, April 6, 1911, Sixty-second Congress, first
aesl:il;n.m of Texas, April 10, 1911, Sixty-second Congress, first
ses):ijn':;nfhker' of Californla, April 10, 1911, Sixty-second Congress, first

Mr. Owen, of Oklahoma, April 17, 1911, Sixty-second Congress, firs!

seaslon,
Mr. Candler, of Mississippi, December 4, 1911, Sixty-second Congress,
second session,

Mr. Bul‘ker of Missouri, April 6, 1911, Sixt g -second Congress, first
session Pasaed House Apri! 3, 1911 (yeas, 296 ; nays, 16 ; not voting,
77). Sendte June 12, 1911 (yveas, 64; na sl%i"‘

d and
not vot!nx. 3). House concurs in Senate amendment May 13
(yeas, 238 ; nays, 30 ; present, 5; not voting, 110).

BIGHTEENTH AMBNDMENT.
The first constitutional amendment to prohibit the manufacture and

sale of iutoximtin tiguora in the United States was introduced Decem-
ber 12, 1876, r. Blair, of New Hampshire. The following table in-
dicates the conrse of this movement.

Mr. Blair, of New Hampshire, December 12, 1876, Forty-fourth Con-
gress, second sesslon
Mr. Blair, of I\ew Hnmpsl:ire. January 14, 1878, Forty-fifth Congress,
second session,
Mr. Blair, of New Hampshire, February 8, 1881, Forty-sixth Congress,
third session.
Plumh of KEansas, February 105, 1881, Forty-sixth Congress, third

thlhrfﬁr Bal!on. of Rhode Island, February 21, 1881, Forty-sixth Congress,
session.
Mr. Joyce, of Vermont, February 21, 1881, Forty-sixth Congress, third

session
& h[r Plumb of Kansas, January 24, 1882, Forty-seventh Congrm
rst session.

Mr, Blair, of New Hampshire, February 8, 1882, Forty-seventh Con-
gress, first session.

Mr. Blair, of New Hampshire, December 5, 1883, Forty-eighth Con-
gress, first session.

L{ Plumb, of Kansas, January 16, 1884, Forty-eighth Congress, first
BEss. ion.

Mir Plumb, of Kansas, December 8, 1885, Forty-ninth Congress, first
session,

Mr, Blair, of New Hampshire, December 9, 1885, Forty-ninth Con-
gress, firat session
2 k%r Bl;l!.'l‘ of Nlﬂw Hampshire, December 12, 1887, Fiftieth Congress,
ret session

Mr. Dingley, of Maine, January 4, 1888, Fiftieth Congress, first ses-
gion.

. Mr. Blair, of New Hampshire, December 4, 1889, Fifty-first Congress,
ﬁrst session,
AMr. Pickler, of South Dakota, January 13, 18980, Fifty-first Congress,

first session.
Mr. Blair, of New Hampshire, February 19, 1895, Fifty-third Con-

gress, third ‘session.
February 24, 1908, Sixtieth Congress,

Mr. Acheson, of Pennsylvania,
first session.

Mr. Hobson, of Alabama, December 4, 1911, Sixty-second Congress,
second session,

Mr. Hobson, of Alabama, April 7, 1913, Sixty-third Congress, first
semion

Mr. Works, of California, June 21, 19138, Bixty-third Congress, first

ion.
8988]!_} Hobson, of Alabama, August 5, 1913, Sixty-third Congress, first

session,
shﬁlr Hobson, of Alabama, Oectober 28, 1913, Sixty-third Congress, first

i
G 1913, Bixty-third Congress,

Mr. Hobson, of Alabama, November 12,
first session.

Mr. Hobson, of Alabama, December 1, 1913, Sixty-third Congress,
econd sessi
S A ton of Alabama, December 8, 1913, Sixty-third Congress,
second session,

Mr. Sheppard, of Texas, December 10, 1913, Bixty-third Congress,
gecond session.

Mr. Hobson, of Alabama, December 10, 1913, Sixiy-third Congress,
second session.

Mr, Hobson. of Alabama, June 9, 1914, Sixty-third Congress, second

pession

}lr Di’lgingham. of Vermont, June 16, 1914, Bixty-third Congress,
econd 8
g Mr. Morrison, of Indiana, December 15, 1914, Sixty-third Congress,
third session.

Mr. Morrison, of Indiana, December 17, 1914, Sixty-third Congress,
third session.

Mr. Hobson, of Alabama, December 29, 1914, Bixty-third Congress,
third session,
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4 Mr, M?rrlson, of Indiana, December 6, 1915, Sixty-fourth Congress,

rst session. '

e lt{r. Sl{mppard, of Texas, December 7, 1915, Sixty-fourth Congress,
TRT SP88l0n.

- Mr., Tliompaon, of Kansas, December 10, 1915, Sixty-fourth Congress,
rst session.

3 l{r. Sgeppard. of Texas, December 16, 1915, Sixty-fourth Congress,
8t Bes8i0n.

i B{r. l‘ll;nngham. of Vermont, December 17, 1915, Sixty-fourth Congress,
I8t BeRSION,
Mr. Webb, of North Carolina, January 4, 1916, Sixty-fourth Congress,

first session. )
Mr. Smith, of Idaho, January 4, 1916, Sixty-fourth Congress, first

session.

Mr. Gallinger, of New Hampshire, January 5, 1916, Sixty-fourth
Congiess, first session.

Mr. Hayden, of Arizona, January 8, 1916, Sixty-fourth Congress,
first session.

Mr. Taylor, of Colorado, January 13, 1916, Sixty-fourth Congress,
first session.

Mr. Sheppard, of Texas, December 22, 1916, Sixty-fourth Congress,
second gession.

Mr. Morrison, of Indiana, December 22, 1916, Sixty-fourth Congress,
second session,

M{. Randall, of California, April 2, 1917, Sixty-fifth Congress, first
Bession,

Mr. Keating, of Colorado, April 2, 1917, Sixty-fifth Congress,
8es8810n.

er. Hayden, of Arizona, April 2, 1917, Sixty-fifth Congress,
session,

Mir. Taylor, of Colorado, April 4, 1917, Bixty-fifth Congress,
sess10n.

Mir. Thompson, of Kansas, April 4, 1917, Sixty-fifth Congress, first
session.

Mr. Sheppard, of Texas, April 4, 1917, Sixty-fifth Congress, first
eession.  Amended and passed Senate August 1, 1917 ; yeas, 65; nays,
20; not voting, 11. Amended and passed House December 17, 1917 :
yeas, 282; nays, 128; not voting, 23.

er. Shafroth, of Colorado, April 8, 1917, Sixty-fifth Congress, first
sesslon.

Mir. Blanton, of Texas, April 9, 1917, Sixty-fifth Congress, first
RPSR10N.

Mr. Gallinger, of New Hampshire, April 10, 1917, Sixty-fifth Congress,
first session.

Mr. Webb, of North Carolina, April 11, 1917, Sixty-fifth Congress,
first session.

Mir. Smith, of Idaho, April 11, 1917, Sixty-fifth Congress, first
session.

Mir' Jones, of Washington, April 16, 1917, Sixty-fifth Congress, first
session, : X

shs!ir' Shafroth, of Colorado, June 5, 1917, Sixty-fifth Congress, first
Be 0n. .

first
first
firat

NINETEENTH AMENDMENT.

The first attempts to amend the Constltution relative to extendin
the right of suffrage to women were made immediately after the CIV'E
War, when the reconstruction amendments were under considera-
tion. On January 23, 1866, Mr. Brooks, of New York, after present-
ing a petition from some thousands of woman suffragists, gave notice
of his intention to introduce an amendment to the resolution then
}Jondlng bir lnsertiuf the word *“sex™ after the word *“color.”” The
ollowing list indicates the legislative history of the attempts through
constitutional amendments to secure rights of suffrage for women :

M'r. Julian, of Indiana, December 8, 1868; Fortieth Congress, third
sesslon, ¢
mh:&-. Bagiooks, of New York, January 23, 1869; Fortieth Congress,
t session,

uir. Pomeroy, of Kansas, January 29, 1869 ; Fortieth Congress, third
seasion,

Mr. Pomeroy, of Kansas, Febraary 3, 1869 ; Fortieth Congress, third

session.
Mr, Julian, of Indiana, March 15, 1869 ; Forty-first Congress, first

session,

Mr. Julian, of Indiana, April 4, 1870; Forty-first Congress, second
session.

Mr. Jones, of Wyoming, March 4, 1872; Forty-second Congress,

second session.
Mr. Sargent, of California, January 10, 1878; Forty-fifth Congress,
second session ; re&orted adversely,
Mr. Ferry, of Michigan, January 19, 1880; Forty-sixth Congress,
second session,
Mr. Loring, of Massachusetts, January 20, 1880; Forty-sixth Con-
gress, second sesslon,
- Mr. L?pham, of New York, May 2, 18B82; Forty-seventh Congress,
rst session.
Mr. White, of Kentucky, July 10, 1882 ; Forty-seventh Congress, first
session.
& Mr. La‘plmm. of New York, December 6, 1883 ; Forty-eighth Cerngress,
rat session,
Mr. White, of Kentucky, December 10, 1883 ; Forty-eighth Congress,
first session.
Mr. Blair, of New Hampshire, December 9, 1885; Forty-ninth Con-
gress, first session.
Mr. Reed, of Malne, Febrnary 1, 1886 ; Forty-ninth Congress, first
gession ; reported adversely.
Mr, Blalr, of New Hampshire, December 8, 1886 ; Forty-ninth Con-
gress, second sesslon ; rejected January 25, 1887 (yeas 16, nays 34).
Mr. Blair, of New Hampshire, December 12, 1887 ; Fiftieth Congress,
first session.
Mr. Reed, of Malne, January 4, 1888; Fiftieth Congress, first
gession.
Mr.* Mason, of Illinois, April 30, 1888; Fiftieth Congress, first
session.
Mr. Blair, of New Hampshire, December 4, 1889; Fifty-first Con-
gress, first session.
M‘r. Baker, of New York, January 13, 1890 ; Fifty-first Congress, first
Bession.
Mr. Blair, of New Hampshire, May 21, 1800; Fifty-first Congress,
first session.
Mr. Greenleaf, of New York, January 5, 1892, Fifty-second Congress,
first session.
Mr. Warren, of Wyoming, January 4, 1893,

Fifty-second Congress,
second session.

Mr. Bell, of Colorado, January 31, 1894, Fifty-third Congress, second
session, eported adversel (Ef Rept. 305) and laid on tirhles.' ’

Mr. Walcott, of Colorado, February 8, 1894, Fifty-third Congress,
second session.
Mr, Hoar, of Massachusetts, January 8, 1896, Fifty-fourth Congress,
first sessionm,

Mr. Northway, of Ohio, January 10, 1898, Fifty-fourth Congress,
first session.

Mr, Shafroth, of Colorado, January 20, 1896, Fifty-fourth Congress,
firgt session.

Mir.n Call, of Florida, March 23, 1896, Fifty-fourth Congress, first
Eession.
ekt‘r' Shafroth, of Colorado, June 21, 1897, Fifty-fifth Congress, first
RESE1I0N.

Mr. Warren, of Wyoming, February 7, 1898, Fifty-fifth Congress,
second session.

Mr. Shafroth, of Colorado, January 10, 1900, Fifty-sixth Congress,
first session,

Mr., Warren, of Wyoming, January 80, 1900, Fifty-sixth Congress,
first session,

Mr, Bhafroth, of Colorado, December 2, 1901, Fifty-seventh Congress,
first session.

Mr. Warren, of Wyoming, December 16, 1901, Fifty-seventh Congress,
first session.

Mr. Mitchell, of Oregon, Febrnary 10, 1902, Fifty-seventh Congress,
first session.

Mr. Mitchell, of Oregon, November 11, 1903, Fifty-eighth Congress,
first =ession,

Mr. Shafroth, of Colorado, December 18, 1903, Fifty-eighth Congress,
second session,

Mr. Mondell, of Wyoming, January 19, 1906,
first session.

er. Davey, of Louisiana, January 27, 1908, Sixtieth Congress, first
Bession.

er. Warren, of Wyoming, January 30, 1908, Sixtieth Congress, first
BesE10I.

Mr. Mondell, of Wyoming, February 19, 1910, Sixty-first Congress,
second session.

Mir. Borah, of Idaho, February 21, 1910, Sixty-first Congress, second
session.

Mr. Rucker, of Colorado, February 22, 1910, Sixty-first Congress,
second session.

Mr. Rucker, of Colorado, April 4, 1911, Sixty-second Congress, first

session.

Mir. Mondell; of Wyoming, May 5, 1911, Sixty-second Congress, first
session.

M!r. Taylor, of Colorado, May 8, 1911, Sixty-second Congress, first
session.

Mr. Lafferty, of Oregon, January 3, 1912, Sixty-second Congress,
second session,

Mr, Raker, of California, January 5, 1912, Sixty-second Congress,
second session.,

Mr. Berger, of Wisconsin, January 16, 1912, Bixty-second Congress,
second session.

Mr, Works, of California, February 29, 1912, Sixty-second Congress,
second session.

Mr. Mondell, of Wyoming, April 7, 1913, Sixty-third Congress, frst
session.

Mr. Chamberlain, of Oregon, April 7, 1913, Sixty-third Congress, first
sessil on.mnejected Senate, March 19, 1914—yeas, 35; nays, 84 ; not
voting, &

Mr. Taylor, of Colorado, April 7, 1913, Sixty-third Congress, first

mﬁ:‘-’."‘mrm-ty, of Oregon, April 7, 1913, Sixty-third Congress, first
mfi’f-’.n'naker. of California, April 7, 1913, Sixty-third Congress, first
wﬁl:nhayden, of Arizona, April 21, 1913, Sixty-third Congress, first
e 20, 1914, Bixty-third Congress,

on.
Mr. Shafroth, of Colorado, March
gecond session,

Mr. Bristow, of Kansas, March 20, 1914, Sixty-third Congress, sec-
ond sesslon.

Fifty-ninth Congress,

Mr. Palmer, of Pennsylvania, April 6, 1914, Bixty-third Congress,
second session,

Mr. Raker, of California, December 6, 1915, Sixty-fourth Congress,
first session.

Mr. Mondell, of Wyoming, December 6, 1915, Sixty-fourth Congress,
first session.

Mr. Keating, of Colorado, December 6, 1915, Sixty-fourth Congress,
first session.

Mr. Ts;y]or, of Colorado, December 6, 1915, Sixty-fourth Congress,
first session.

Mr. Taylor of Colorado, December 6, 1915, Bixty-fourth Congress,
first session. ;

Mr. Hayden, of Arizona, December 6, 1915, Bixty-fourth Congress,
first session,

Mr. Hayden, of Arizona, December 6, 1815, Sixty-fourth Congress,
first session.

Mr. Sutherland, of Utah, December 7, 1915, Sixty-fourth Congress,
first session.

Mr. Thomas, of Colorado, December 7, 1915, Sixty-fourth Congress,
first session.

Mr. Thompson, of Kansas, December 7, 1915, Sixty-fourth Congress,

first session,

Mr. Chamberlain, of Oregon, December 10, 1915, Sixty-fourth Con-
gress, first session,

Mr, Hayden, of Arizona, March 29, 1016, Sixty-fourth Congress, first
session.

Mr. I'oindexter, of Washington, January 19,-1917. Sixty-fourth Con-
gress, second session.

Mr. Poindexter, of Washington, January 19, 1917, Sixty-fourth Con-
gress, second session.

Mr. Raker, of Californla, April 2, 1917, Rixty-fifth Congress, first
gesglon,

Mr. Taylor, of Colorado, April 4, 1917, Sixty-fifth Congress, first
sesslon. .

Miss Rankin, of Montana, April 2, 1917, Bixty-fifth Congress, first
session,

Mir. Mondell, of Wyoming, April 2, 1917, Bixty-fifth Congress, first
BSEES10M. .

Mr. Keating, of Colorado, April 2, 1917, Sixty-fifth Congress, first

sesslon.
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Mr, Hayden, of Arizona, April 2, 1917, Sixty-fifth Congress, first
:E:E:Emsun, of Tennessee, April 28, 1917, Sixty-fitth Congress, first
ﬂr:!r;“)i‘;‘\onherlnin, of Oregon, May 15, 1917, Sixty-fifth Congress,
smi[ig.“‘.!oncs, of New Mexico, April 4, 1917, Sixty-fifth Congress, first

Mr. Thompson, of Kansas, April 4, 1917, Sixty-fifth Congress, first
e Owen, of Oklahoma, April 4, 1017, Sixty-fifth Congress, first
N?;‘Ii:'l.u‘sharmth. of Colorado, April 4, 1917, Sixty-fifth Congress, first

sessfon.
- Mr, I’t;indc-xter. of Washington, April 4, 1917, Sixty-fifth Congress,
rst session.

Mr. Poindexter, of Washington, April 4, 1917, Sixty-fifth Congress,
first session,

Mr. Raker, of California, December 15, 1917, Sixty-fifth Congress,
second session.

Mr., Campbell, of Kansas, December 15, 1917, Sixty-fifth Congress,
second sesslon,

Mr. Hayden, of Arizona, December 18, 1917, Bixty-fifth Congress,
second session,

Mr. Keating, of Colorado, December 18, 1917, Sixty-fifth Congress,
second session.

Miss Rankin, of Montana, December 18, 1917, Sixty-fifth Congress,
second session.

Mr., Raker, of Califernia, December 18, 1917, Sixty-fifth Congress,
secold session, Passed House Janua l.d. 1918 éyaan 274, nays 136,
not voting 17) ; rejected in Senate October 1, 1915 (yeas 53, nays 8115
not voting 12): rejected a second time in Senate February 10, 191

(yeas 55, nays 29, not voting 12).

Mr. AMondell, of Wyoming, December 18, 1917, Sixty-fifth Congress,
second session.

Mr. Fairfield, of Indiana, Janvary 8, 1918, Sixty-ifth Congress, sec-

ond session.
Mr. Burroughs, of New Hampshire, February 21, 1918, Sixty-fifth
Washington, February 13, 1919, Sixty-fifth Congress,

Congress, second session
Mr. Jones, of
Sixty-fifth Congress, third

third session.
Mr. Gay, of Louisiana, Febroary 13, 1919,
ssion. ;

SE\.\‘\ll:?, MeKellar, of Tennessee, February 20, 1919, Sixty-fifth Congress,

third sesslon.
N ot of New Mexico, February 28, 1919, Sixty-fifth Congress,

third session.
Mr. Raker, of California, February 28, 1919, Bixty-fifth Congress,

thir sion.
E:I(E-.M;lngn. of Tllinois, “.{1 19, 1919, Bixty-sixth Congress, frst

ssion. Passed House Ma 1019 (yeas 304, nays 90, present 1
zfrl:]ilting 3?}: passed Segate June 4, 1919 (yeas 56, nays 25, not

voting 15).
ou_'.gc. Tansill, Januvary 12, 1028.)

ADJOURNMENT.
Mr. MONDELL. I move that the House do now adjourn.
The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at b o'clock and 32
minntes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday,
February 13, 1923, at 12 o'clock noon.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

TUnder clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were
taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows:

076. A communlication from the President of the United
States, transmitting two communications from the Postmaster
General, submitting estimates of appropriations in the sum of
$739.206 and $527.45, respectively, to pay claims which have been
adjusted and require an appropriation for their payment ( H.
Doc. No. 564) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered
to be printed.

977. A letter from the Comptroller of the Currency, transmit-
ting a text of the annual report of the Comptroller of the Cur-
rency for the year ended October 31, 1922; to the Committee on
Banking and Currency.

978. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary exam-
ination of the Hudson River at and near Stockport, N. Y.; to
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XTIT,

Mr. KIESS : Committee on Printing. H. Con. Res. 83. A con-
current resolution providing for printing additional copies of
soil survey of Lauderdale County, Ala.; without amendment
(Rept. No. 1583). Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union.

Mr. KIESS: Committee on Printing,. H. R. 14202. A bill
to authorize the Public Printer to fix rates of wages for em-
ployees of the Government Printing Office; without amendment
(Rept. No. 1584). Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union.

Mr. VOLSTEAD : Committee on the Judlelary. H. R. 11490,
A bill to enlarge the powers and duties of the Department of
‘Justice in relation to the repression of prostitution for the pro-
tection of the armed forces; with an amendment (Rept. No.
1585). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union,

Mr. PARKER of New York: Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce. H. R. 13978. A bill granting the consent
of Congress to the Hudson River Bridge Co. at Albany to main-
tain two bridges already constructed across the Hudson River;
without amendment (Rept. No. 1586). Referred to the House
Calendar.

Mr. FAIRCHILD: Committee on Foreign Affairs. H. R.
14287. A bill to authorize the Secretary of State to acquire in
Paris a site, with an erected building thereon, at a cost not to
exceed $300,000, for the use of the diplomatic and consular
establishments of the United States; without amendment (Rept.
No. 1587). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIIIT,

Mr, EDMONDS : Committee on Claims. H. R. 14249, A bill
for the relief of the owners of the American schooner Mount
IHope; without amendment (Rept. No. 1588). Referred to the
Committee of the Whole House.

CHANGE OF REFERENCE.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Appropriations
was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 14204)
for the relief of William J. McGee and the same was referred
to the Committee on Claims,

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS.

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. GALLIVAN: A bill (H. R. 14295) to authorize an
appropriation to enable the Director of the United States
Veterans' Bureau to provide for the acquiring of sites and
the building of rest eamps as he may deem advisable in the
several regional districts; to the Committee on Public Buildings
and Grounds,

By Mr. CRAMTON: A blll (H. R. 14206) to authorize the
county of Huron, State of Michigan, to convey a certain described
tract of land to the State of Michigan for public park purposes;
to the Committee on the Public Lands.

By Mr. SNYDER: A bill (H. R. 14297) to relieve the anthra-
cite coal situation in the United States; to the Committee on -
Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

By Mr. HUDSPETH : A bill (H. R. 14298) for the relief of
the Kansas City, Mexico & Orient Railroad of Texas, Oklahoma,
and Kansas; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce.

By Mr. HAYDEN : A bill (H. R. 14299) granting to the State
of New Mexico certain lands for reimbursement to the counties
of Grant, Luna, Hidalgo, and Santa ¥Fe for interest paid on
railroad-aid bonds, and for the payment of the principal of
railroad-aid bonds issued by the town of Silver City, and to
reimburse said town for interest paid on said bonds, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on the Public Lands.

By Mr. McSWAIN: A bill (H. R. 14300) to further regulate
interstate commerce; to the Committee on Interstate and For-
eign Commerce.

By Mr. BLAKENEY : A bill (H. R. 14301) granting the con-
sent of Congress to Bethlehem Steel Co. to construct a bridge
across Humphreys Creek at or near the city of Sparrows
Point, Md.; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce.

By Mr. FULMER: A bill (H. R. 14302) to establish and pro-
mote the use of the official cotton standards of the United
States in interstate and foreign commerce, to prevent deception
therein and provide for the proper application of such stand-
ards, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. HERRICK : A bill (H. R. 14303) to appropriate the
sum of $1,200,000 to match sums made avallable by the several
States, to be used in such States for the suppression and eradica-
tion of venereal diseases; to the Committee on Appropriations.

By Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 14304)
declaring Bear Creek in Humphreys, Leflore, and Sunflower
Counties, Miss., to be a nonnavigable stream; to the Committee
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 14305)
making eligible for retirement under certain conditions officers
of the United States Army, other than officers of the Regular
Army, who incurred physical disability in line of duty while in
the service of the United States during the war; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. WURZBACH: A bill (H. R. 14306) making eligible
for retirement under certain conditions officers of the United
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States Army, other than officers of the Regular Army, who in-
curred physical disability in line of duty while in the service of
the United States during the war; to the Committee on Military
Affairs. P

By Mr. BRENNAN: A bill (H. R. 14307) authorizing the
Secretary of the Treasury to sell either or both of the United
States Federal buildings, including sites and all improvements
thereon, at Detroit, Mich., and to acquire a suitable gite in the
same locality and to erect thereon a modern building to house
the various Federal departments, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. ROBSION: A bill (H. R. 14308) to establish a na-
tional park in the States of Kentucky, Tennessee, and Virginia ;
to the Committee on the Public Lands.

By Mr, WINSLOW : A bill (H. R. 14309) to amend section
206 of the transportation act of 1920; to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. TURNER: A bill (H. R. 14310) to establish memo-
rials to deceased soldiers of the World War; to the Committee
on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. DAVILA: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 442) to
anthorize the transportation to Porto Rico of a committee
representing the Fourth Ohio Infantry, war with Spain; to
the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. WHITE of Maine: A resolution (H. Res. 525) re-
questing the Federal Trade Commission to investigate and to
report to the House the facts relating to the ownership of
radio patents, and for other purposes; to the Committee on
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, *

By the SPEAKER (by request): Memorial of the Legisla-
ture of the State of Oregon, asking permission of the Federal
Government to allow the officials of the State of Oregon to
examine income-tax returns in the said State; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 14311) grant-
ing a pension to Matilda Gordon; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

By Mr. BEEDY: A bill (H. R. 14312) granting a pension
to Clara J. Foss; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BOX: A bill (H. R. 14313) for the relief of the
Orange Car & Steel Co., successor to the Southern Dry Dock
&1 Shipbuilding Co., of Orange, Tex.; to the Committee on
Claims.

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 14314) granting
an increase of pension to Edwin M. Brainard ; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. FAIRFIELD: A bill (H. R. 14315) granting a
pension to Catherine EH. Steward; to the Committee on Pen-
sions.

By Mr. FESS: A bill (H. R. 14316) granting an increase of
pension to Cynthia L. Nelson; to the Committee on Invalid

. Pensions.

By Mr. FISH: A bill (H. R. 14317) granting permission to
Capt. Norman Randolph, United States Army, to accept the
decoration of the Spanish Order of Military Merit of Alfonso
XIII; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 14818) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Ruth E. Stickler; to the Com-
mittee on Pensions.

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 14319) for the relief of
J. 1. Hall, of Jackson, Ky., to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. SWEET: A bill (H. R. 14320) granting an increase
of pension to Bertram B. Soper; to the Commitiee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 14321) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Hanna M. Batt; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions. -

Also, a bill (H. R. 14322) granting an increase of pension to
Jesse H. Harrison; to the Committee on Pensions.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

7278. By the SPEAKER (by request) : Petition of North-
east Boundary Citizens' Association, of Washington, D. C., pro-
testing against the ereetion of the so-called * mammies * monu-
ment ; to the Committee on the Library.

T279. Also, petition of the city of Chicago, relating to the
bill declaring the West Fork of the South Branch of the Chi-

cago River a nonnavigable stream; to the Committee on Rivers
and Harbors.

7280. By Mr, FULLER : Petition of sundry citizens of Belvi-
dere, T11., favoring joint resolution to extend aid to the famine-
stricken people of the German and Austrian Republies; to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs,

7281. By Mr. KISSEL: Memorial to the Legislature of the
State of Oregon, relating to the Federal income tax act; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

7282, Also, petition of the Citizens’ Medical Reference Bureau
New York City, N. Y., relating to the vaccination law in the
District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of
Columbia.

7283. By Mr. LEA of California: Petition of 15 residents of
Chico, Calif., to abolish discriminatory tax on small-arms am-
munition and firearms; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

7284. By Mr. LUCKE: Petition of the Massachusetts Federa-
tion of Churches, urging amendment of the Constitution to give
Federal Government the power to regulate child labor; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

T285. By Mr. ROUSE: Petition of sundry ecitizens of Ken-
tucky, favoring legislation extending aid to people of German
and Austrian Republics; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

7286. By Mr. SNYDER : Petition of J. J. McLoughlin and 41
others, favoring the abolishment of the tax on small arms and
ammunition ; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

7T287. By Mr. TINKHAM : Petition of the International Typo-
graphieal Union, protesting against the passage of the ship
subsidy bill; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and
Fisheries,

SENATE.
Tuespay, February 13, 1923.

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m.
The Chaplain, Rev. J. J. Mulr, D. D,, offered the following
prayer:

Graclous God, we thank Thee that Thou hast consideration
for our needs. For all the blessings of life we return to Thee
thanks this morning. As we look out upon a world in need we
know Thou canst meet every necessity. Amidst all the turmoil
give unto us rest and quiet in Thyself, and an understanding of
the times, and how best to meet the manifold issues presented.
Give wisdom this morning and help in all the deliberations of
the hour, to the glory of Thy great name. Through Jesus
Christ. Amen.

NAMING A PRESIDING OFFICER.

The Secretary, George A, Sanderson, read the following com-

munication :
UNITED STATES SBENATE,
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE,
Washington, D. O., February 13, 1923,
To the Benate:

Being temporarily absent from the Benate, I appoint Hon. Georce

H. MosES, a Benator from the State of New Hampshire, to perform the
duties of the Chair this legislative day.
ALBERT B. CUMMINS,
President pro tempore,

Mr. MOSES thereupon took the chair as Presiding Officer.
The reading clerk proceeded to read the Journal of yester-
day’s proceedings, when, on request of Mr., Curris and by unani-
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with and the
Journal was approved.
CALL OF THE ROLL.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a
guorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll

The reading clerk called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

Ashurst Glass MeNary Shortridge
Ball Goodin Moses S8mith
Bayard Harrel Nelson b t
Brookhart Harris New Spencer
Broussard Harrison Nicholson Bterlin
Calder Heflin Norris SButherland
Cameron Hiteheock Oddie Swanson
Capper Jones, Wash. Overman Townsend
Caraway Kellogg Page Trammell

1t Keyes Phipps Wadsworth
Couzens King Pittman Walsh, Mass.
Culberson Ladd Poindexter Walsh, Mont.
Curtis La Follette Pomerene Warren
Dial Lodge Ransdell Watson
Dillingham MeCormick Reed, Mo. * Willls
Fletcher MceCumber Robinson
Frelinghuysen McKellar Sheppard
George McLean Shields

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sixty-nine Senators having
answered to their names, a quorum is present, ?
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